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reduce travel time and/or improve
safety: (4) constructing a new highway
on a new location between N.H. Route
111 and Interstate Raute 93; and (5)
combinations of these alternatives.
Various designs of grade, alignment,
geometry and access will be evaluated.

An Advisory Task Farce will be
established with representatives of
NHDOT, the Rockingham Regional
Planning Commission, and a committee
of local officials.

Letters describing the proposed action
and soliciting comments, will be sent to
appropriate federal, state and local
agencies, and to private organizations
and citizens who have an interest in this
proposal. Public information, community
and Advisory Task Force meetings will
be held in the study area as the project
progresses in order to include public
input in the planning process. A public
hearing will be held following
distribution of the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS). Public notice
will be given regarding the time and
location of this hearing. The DEIS will
be available for review and comment by
the public and interested agencies.

A formal scoping meeting will be held
from 2-5 p.m. on September 20, 1990, at
the Windham Town Hall to help
establish the study framework and the
impacts to be analyzed. Study area
resources now being analyzed include
the natural environment (farmland,
forestland, wetlands, floodplains,
surface water and water supply
resources, wild and scenic rivers,
terrestrial and aqualic resources,
threatened and endangered species,
public conservation lands and
parklands, geology, soils, topography
and hazardous wastes), the social
environment (land use, population,
employment, economic development
and community facilities}, and cultural
environment (historic and archeological
resources), and the transportation
network. Agencies to be invited to be
cooperatfing agencies are the
Environmental Protection Agency, the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the New
Hampshire State Historic Preservation
Office and the New Hampshire
Wetlands Board.

Comments and suggestions are invited
from all interested parties to ensure that

the full range of issues related to this
proposed action is addressed and all
significant issues are identified.
Comments or questions concerning this
proposed action should be directed to
the FHWA or the NHDOT at the
addresses provided above.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Number 20.205, Highway Planning
and Construction. The regulations
implementing Executive Order 12372
regarding intergovernments! consultation on
federal programs and activities apply to this
program)

Issued on August 24, 1990.
Vincent F. Schimmoller,
Division Administrator, Cancord, New
Hampshire.
[FR Doc. 90-20484 Filed 8-29-90; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4910-22-M

Environmental impact Statement: San
Berpardine County, CA

AGENCY: Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), DOT.
AcTioN: Notice of intent.

summARY: The FHWA is issuing this
notice to advise the public that an
environmental impact statement will be
prepared for a proposed highway preject
in San Bernardino County, California.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ms. Susan Klekar, District Engineer,
Federal Highway Administration, P.O.
1915, Sacramento, California 95812-1915,
Telephone: (916) 551-1307.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
FHWA, in cooperation with the
California Department of
Transportation, will prepare an
environmental impact statement for the
proposed Big Bear Lake Dam Bridge
Replacement Project on State Route 18
in San Bernardino County, California.
The proposed project will facilitate
completion of the Big Bear dam
spillway, move vehicular traffic off the
dam structure, and improve the
geometrics of the approach roadways.
Existing Route 18 with the project limits
has curves where the posted speed limit
is less than 25 miles per hour, These
curves could be realigned and the
overall roadway, including the proposed
bridge, could be widened from two to

four lanes. Consultation with the U.S.
Forest Service will be undertaken to
minimize impacts to the surrounding San
Bernardino National Forest caused by
project construction.

Alternatives currently under
consideration include: No action; place
new bridge on the existing dam;
construect new bridge downstream; and
construct a new bridge crossing over Big
Bear Lake. There are design variations
for each of the proposed alternatives
that offer different treatments for the
approach roadway, such as realigning
curves or leaving them as is.

Letters describing the proposed action
and soliciting comments will be sent to
appropriate Federal, State, and local
agencies, and to private organizations
and citizens who have previously
expressed or are known to have an
interest in this proposal. A formal
agency scoping meeting was held June 5,
1990, in the City of Big Bear Lake,
California. A public meeting was held
July 80, 1990, also in the City of Big Bear
Lake. In addition, a series of interviews
and other public meetings will be held.
The public information program will
continue throughout the environmental
process.

The draft EIS will be available for
public and agency review and comment
prior to the public hearing.

To ensure that the full range of issues
related to this proposed action are
address, and all significant issues are
identified, comments and suggestions
are invited from all interested parties.
Comments or questions concerning this
proposed action and the EIS should be
directed to the FHWA at the address
previously provided in this document.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Number 20.205, Highway Research,
Planning, and Construction. The regulations
implementing Executive Order 12372
regarding intergovernmental consultation of
Federal Programs and activities apply to this
program)

Issued on: August 6, 1990.
Jeifrey S. Lewis,
Acting District Engineer, Sacramento,
California.
[FR Doc. 90-20493 Filed 8-29-90; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-22-M
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POSTAL SERVICE (BOARD OF GOVERNCRS)

The Board of Governors of the United
States Postal Service, pursuant to its
Bylaws (39 CFR 7.5) and the
Government in the Sunshine Act (5
U.S.C. 552b), hereby gives notice that it
intends to hold a meeting at 8:30 a.m. on
Tuesday, September 11, 1890, in St.
Louis, Missouri. The meeting is open to
the public and will be held in Room 2091
of the St. Louis Post Office, 1720 Market
Streetl. The Board expects to discuss the
matters stated in the agenda which is
set forth below. Requests for
information about the meeting should be
addressed to the Secretary of the Board,
David F. Harris, at (202} 268-4800,

There will also be a session of the
Board on Monday, September 10, 1890,
but it is not open to the public. It will
consist entirely of briefings, the agenda
item to discuss possible strategies in
collective bargaining negotiations noted
in 55 FR 32732, August 10, 1990, having
been deleted.

Agenda

Tuesday Session—St. Louis Post
Office—Room 2091, September 11—8:30
a.m. (Open)

1. Minutes of the Previous Meeting,
August 6-7, 1990.

2. Remarks of the Postmaster General.
(Anthony M. Frank)

3. Posial Rate Commission FY 1991
Budget Request. (Robert Setrakian,
Chairman)

4. Review of Legislative Matters and
Government Relations. (William T.
Johnstone, Assistant Postmaster
General, Government Relations
Department)

5. Briefing on Potential FY 1891
Appropriations Sequestration—Gramm-

Rudman. (Comer S. Coppie, Senior
Assistant Postmaster General, Finance
Croup)

8. Five-Year Capital Investment Plan
Update and 1992 Borrowing Request.
(Mr. Coppie)

7. Tentative USPS FY 1992
Appropriation Request. (Mr, Coppie)

8. Briefing on Olympic Support
Program, (Deborah K. Bowker, Assistant
Postmaster General, Communications
Department)

9. Report on the Central Region. (Jerry
K. Lee, Sr., Regional Postmaster
General)

10. Report on the St. Louis Division.
(John C. Goodman, Field Division
General Manager/Postmaster)

11. Capital Investment.

a. Package Bar Code Sorting System.
(Peter A. Jacobson, Assistant Postmaster
General, Engineering and Technical
Support Department)

12. Tentative Agenda for October 1-2,
1990, meeting in San Bruno, California.
David F. Harris,

Secretary.
[FR Doc. 90-20568 Filed 8-28-90; 10:05 am]
BILLING CODE 7710-12-M

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION:

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the
provisions of the Government in the
Sunshine Act, Pub. L. 94-409, that the
Securities and Exchange Commission
will hold the following meetings during
the week of September 4, 1990.

An open meeting will be held on
Thursday, September 6, 1990, at 10:00
a.m., in room 1C30, followed by a closed
meeting. A closed meeting will be held
on Thursday, September 8, 1890, at 2:30
p.m.

The Commissioners, Counsel to the
Commissioners, the Secretary to the
Commission, and recording secretaries
will attend the closed meetings. Certain
staff members who have an interest in
the matters may also be present.

The General Counsel of the
Commission, or his designee, has
certified that, in his opinion, one or more
of the exemptions set forth in 5 U.S.C.
552b(c) (4), (8), (9)(A) and (10) and 17
CFR 200.402(a) (4), (8), (9)(i) and (10),
permit congideration of the scheduled
matters at closed meetings.

Commissioner Schapiro, as duty
officer, voted to consider the items listed
for the closed meeting in closed session.

The subject matter of the open
meeting scheduled for Thursday,
September 6, 1990, at 10:00 a.m., will be:

The Commission will hear oral argument
on an appeal by Thomas |. Fittin, Ir., a
registered broker-dealer, from an
administrative law judge's initial decision.
For further information, please contact R.
Moshe Simon at (202) 272-7400.

The subject matter of the closed
meeting scheduled for Thursday,
September 8, 1920, following the 10:00
a.m. open meeting will be:

Post oral argument discussion.

The subject matter of the closed
meeting scheduled for Thursday,
September 6, 1990, at 2:30 p.m., will be:

Institution of injunctive actions.

Reports of investigation.

Institution of administrative proceedings of
an enforcement nature.

Settlement of injunctive action.

Settlement of administrative proceedings of
an enforcement nature.

At times, changes in Commission
priorities require alterations in the
scheduling of meeting items. For further
information and to ascertain what, if
any, matters have been added, deleted
or postponed, please contact: Daniel
Gray at (202) 272-2300.

Dated: August 28, 1890,

Jonathan G. Katz,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 8020649 Filed 8-28-60; 3:54 pm|
BILLING CODE 8010-01-M
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40 CFR Part 300
|FRL-3825-8]

National Priorities List for
Uncontrolled Hazardous Waste Sites

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (“EPA") is amending appendix B
of the National Oil and Hazardous
Substances Pollution Contingency Plan
("NCP"), 40 CFR part 300, which was
originally promulgated on July 16, 1982,
pursuant to section 105 of the
Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation, and Liability
Act of 1980 (“CERCLA"). CERCLA has
since been amended by the Superfund
Amendments and Reauthorization Act
of 1986 ("SARA") and is implemented
by Executive Order 12580 (52 FR 2923,
January 29, 1987). CERCLA requires that
the NCP include a list of national
priorities among the known releases or
threatened releases of hazardous
substances, pollutants, or contaminants
throughout the United States, and that
the list be revised at least annually. The
National Priorities List (“NPL"), initially
promulgated as appendix B of the NCP
on September 8, 1983 (48 FR 40658),
constitutes this list and is being revised
today by the addition of 106 sites,
including 23 Federal facility sites. Based
on a review of public comments on
these sites, EPA has decided that they
meet the eligibility requirements of the
NPL and are consistent with the

including one Federal facility site, from
the proposed NPL. Information
supporting these actions is contained in
the Superfund Public Dockets.

This rule results in a final NPL of 1,187
sites, 116 of them in the Federal section;
20 sites are proposed to the NPL, none of
them in the Federal section. Final and
proposed sites now total 1,207.

EFFECTIVE DATE: The effective date for
this amendment to the NCP shall be
October 1, 1990. CERCLA section 305
provides for a legislative veto of
regulations promulgated under CERCLA.
Although INS v. Chadha 462 U.S. 919,
103 S. Ct. 2764 (1983), cast the validity of
the legislative veto into question, EPA
has transmitted a copy of this regulation
to the Secretary of the Senate and the
Clerk of the House of Representatives. If
any section by Congress calls the
effective date of this regulation into
question, the Agency will publish a
notice of clarification in the Federal
Register.

ADDRESSES: Addresses for the
Headquarters and Regional dockets
follow. For further details on what these
dockets contain, see section I of the
“SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION" portion
of this preamble.

Docket Coordinator, Headquarters, U.S. EPA
CERCLA Docket Office, 0S-245, Waterside
Mall, 401 M Street, SW, Washington, DC
20460, 202/382-3046

Evo Cunha, Region 1, U.S. EPA Waste
Management Records Center, HES-CAN 6,
J.F. Kennedy Federal Building, Boston MA
02203, 617/573-5729

U.S. EPA, Region 2, Document Control
Center, Superfund Docket, 26 Federal
Plaza, 7th Floor, room 740, New York, NY

Diane McCreary, Region 3, U.S. EPA Library,
5th floor, 841 Chestnut Building, 9th &
Chestnut Streets, Philadelphia, PA 19107,
215/597-0580

Beverly Fulwood, Region, 4, U.S. EPA Library,
room G-6, 345 Courtland Street, NE.,
Atlanta, GA 30365, 404/347-4216

Cathy Freeman, Region 5, U.S. EPA, 5 HS-12,
230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, IL
60604, 312/886-6214

Bill Taylor, Region 6, U.S. EPA, 1445 Ross
Avenue, Mail Code 6H-MA, Dallas, TX
75202-2733, 214/65-6740

Steven Wyman, Region 7, U.S. EPA Library,
726 Minnesota Avenue, Kansas City. KS
66101, 913/551-7241

Dolores Eddy, Region 8, U.S. EPA Library, 999
18th Street, suite 500, Denver, CO 80202-
2405, 303/293-1444

Lisa Nelson, Region 9, 1235 Mission Street,
San Francisco, CA 94103, 415/744-1441

David Bennett, Region 10, U.S. EPA, 9th Floor,
1200 6th Avenue, Mail Stop HW-093,
Seattle WA 98101, 206/442-2103

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Richard Webster, Hazardous Site

Evaluation Division, Office of

Emergency and Remedial Response

(OS-230), U.S. Environmental Protection

Agency, 401 M Street, SW., Washington,

DC, 20460, or the Superfund Hotline,

Phone (800) 424-9346 (382-3000 in the

Washington, DC, metropolitan area).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Table of Contents:

L Introduction

IL. Purpose and Implementation of the NPL

III. NPL Update Process

IV. Statutory Requirements and Listing

Policies
V. Disposition of Sites in Today's Final Rule
VI. Disposition of All Proposed Sites/Federal
Facility Sites

VIL Contents of the NPL

VIIL Regulatory Impact Analysis

IX. Regulatory Flexibility Act Analysis
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1. Introduction
Background

In 1980, Congress enacted the
Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation, and Liability
Act, 42 U.S.C. sections 9601-9657
(“CERCLA" or the “Act"), in response to
the dangers of uncontrolled hazardous
waste sites. CERCLA was amended in
1986 by the Superfund Amendments and
Reauthorization Act ("SARA"), Public
Law No. 99499, stat. 1613 et seq. To
implement CERCLA, the Environmental
Protection Agency (“EPA" or "the
Agency’') promulgated the revised
National Oil and Hazardous Substances
Pollution Contingency Plan ("NCP"), 40
CFR part 300, on July 16, 1982 (47 FR
31180) pursuant to CERCLA section 105
and Executive Order 12316 (46 FR 42237,
August 20, 1981). The NCP, further
revised by EPA on September 16, 1985
(50 FR 37624 and November 20, 1985 (50
FR 47912), sets forth guidelines and
procedures needed to respond under
CERCLA to releases and threatened
releases of hazardous substances,
pollutants, or contaminants. On March
8, 1990 (55 FR 8666), EPA revised the
NCP in response to SARA,

Section 105(a)(8)(A) of CERCLA, as
amended by SARA, requires that the
NCP include “criteria for determining
priorities among releases or threatened
releases throughout the United States
for the purpose of taking remedial action
and, to the extent practicable taking into
account the potential urgency of such
action, for the purpose of taking removal
action." Removal action involves
cleanup or other actions that are taken
in response to releases or threats of
releases on a short-term or temporary
basis (CERCLA section 101{23)).
Remedial action tends to be long-term in
nature and involves response actions
that are consistent with a permanent
remedy for a release (CERCLA section
101(24)). Criteria for determining
priorities for possible remedial actions
financed by the Trust Fund established
under CERCLA are included in the
Harzard Ranking System (“"HRS"),
which EPA promulgated as appendix A
of the NCP {47 FR 31319, July 18, 1982).

On December 23, 1988 (53 FR 51962),
EPA proposed revisions to the HRS in

response to CERCLA section 105(c),
added by SARA. EPA intends to issue
the revised HRS as soon as possible.
However, until the revised HRS is in
effect, EPA will continue to use the
current HRS in accordance with
CERCLA section 105(c)(1) and
Congressional intent, as explained in 54
FR 13299 (March 31, 1989).

Based in large part on the HRS
criteria, and pursuant to section
105(a)(8)(B) of CERCLA, as amended by
SARA, EPA prepared a list of national
priorities among the known releases or
threatened releases of hazardous
substances, pollutant, or contaminants
throughout the United States (the
“National Priorities List” or "NPL"). The
list has been promulgated as appendix B
of the NCP. A site can undergo
CERCLA-financed remedial action only
after it is placed on the NPL, as provided
in the NCP at 40 CFR 300.425(b)(1) (55
FR 8845, March 8, 1990). As CERCLA
section 105(a)(8)(b) states, the NPL is a
listing of “releases or threatened
releases” of hazardous substances,
pollutants, or contaminants. For
simplicity, the discussion below may
refer to these releases or threatened
releases” simply as ‘releases”,
“facilities”, or “sites"".

An original NPL of 406 sites was
promulgated on September 8, 1983 (48
FR 40658). Pursuant to CERCLA section
105(a)(8)(B), which requires that the NPL
be revised at least annually, the NPL has
been updaied periodically, most recently
on March 14, 1990 (55 FR 9688). The
Agency also has proposed adding new
sites to the NPL, most recently on
October 26, 1989 (54 FR 43778).

EPA may delete sites from the NPL
when no further response is appropriate,
as provided in the NCP at 40 CFR
300.425(e) (55 FR 8845, March 8, 1990).
To date, the Agency has deleted 29 sites
from the final NPL, most recently on
May 31, 1990 (55 FR 22030), when
Reeser's Landfill, Upper Macungie
Township, Pennsylvania, was deleted.

This rule adds 106 sites, including 23
Federal facility sites, to the NPL, and
removes 10 sites from the proposed NPL,
including one Federal facility site. Of the
10 sites being removed, seven have HRS
scores below 28.50 and the other three
can be addressed under corrective

action authorities of Subtitle C of the
Resource Conservation and Recovery
Act (RCRA). EPA has carefully
considered public comments submitted
for the sites in this final rule and has
made certain modifications in response
to those.comments. This rule results in a
final NPL of 1,187 sites, 116 of them in
the Federal section; 20 sites remain in
proposed status, none of them in the
Federal section. With these changes,
final and proposed sites now total 1,207.

Information Available to the Public

The Headquarters and Regional public
dockets for the NPL (see ADDRESSES
portion of this notice) contain
documents relating to the evaluation
and scoring of sites in this final rule. The
dockets are available for viewing, by
appointment only, after the appearance
of this notice. The hours of operation for
the Headquarters docket are from 2 a.m.
to 4 p.m., Monday through Friday,
excluding Federal holidays. Please
contact individual Regional dockets for
hours.

The Headquarters docket contains
HRS score sheets for each final site; a
Documentation Record for each site
describing the information used to
compute the score; pertinent information
for any site affected by special study
waste or other requirements, or RCRA
or other listing policies; a list of
documents referenced in the
Documentation Record; comments
received; and the Agency's response to
those comments. The Agency's
responses are contained in the “Support
Document for the Revised National
Priorities List Final Rule—August 1990."

Each Regional docket includes all
information available in the
Headquarters docket for sites in that
Region, as well as the actual reference
documents, which contain the data
principally relied upon by EPA in
calculating or evaluating the HRS scores
for sites in that Region. These reference
documents are available only in the
Regional dockets. They may be viewed,
by appeintment only, in the appropriate
Regional Docket or Superfund Branch
Office. Requests for copies may be
directed to the appropriate Regional
Docket or Superfund Branch. An
informal written request, rather than a
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formal request, should be the ordinary
procedure for obtaining copies of any of
these documents.

I1. Purpose and Implementation of the
NPL

Purpose

The primary purpose of the NPL is
stated in the legislative history of
CERCLA (Report of the Senate
Committee on Environment and Public
Works, Senate Rep. No. 96-848, 96th
Cong., 2d Sess. 60 (1980)):

The priority lists serve primarily
informational purposes. identifying for the
States and the public those facilities and sites
or other releases which appear to warrant
remedial actions. Inclusion of a facility or site
on the list does not in itself reflect a judgment
of the activities of its owner or operator, it
does not require those persons to undertake
any action, nor does it assign liability to any
person. Subsequent government action in the
form of remedial actions or enforcement
actions will be necessary in order to do so,
and these actions will be attended by all
appropriate procedural safeguards.

The purpose of the NPL, therefore, is
primarily to serve as an informational
and management tool. The initial
identification of a site for the NPL is
intended primarily to guide EPA in
determining which sites warrant further
investigation to assess the nature and
extent of the public health and
environmental risks associated with the
site and to determine what CERCLA-
financed remedial action(s), if any, may
be appropriate. The NPL also serves to
notify the public of sites EPA believes
warrant further investigation.

Federal facility sites are eligible for
the NPL pursuant to the NCP at 40 CFR
300.425(b)(3) (55 FR 8845, March 8, 1990).
However, section 111(e)(3) of CERCLA,
as amended by SARA, limits the
expenditure of CERCLA monies at
federally-owned facilities. Federal
facility sites also are subject to the
requirements of CERCLA section 120,
added by SARA.

Implementation

A site may undergo remedial action
financed by the Trust Fund established
under CERCLA (“Superfund") only after
it is placed on the final NPL as outlined
in the NCP at 40 CFR 300.425(b}(1) (55
FR 8845, March 8, 1990). However, EPA
may take enforcement actions under
CERCLA or other applicable statutes
against responsible parties regardless of
whether the site is on the NPL, although,
as a practical matter, the focus of EPA’s
enforcement actions has been and will
continue to be on NPL sites. Similarly, in
the case of removal actions, EPA has the
authority to act at any site, whether
listed or not, that meets the criteria of

the NCP at 40 CFR 300.415 (55 FR 8842,
March 8, 1990).

EPA’s paolicy is to pursue cleanup of
NPL sites using the appropriate response
and/or enforcement actions available to
the Agency, including authorities other
than CERCLA. Listing a site will serve
as notice to any potentially responsible
party that the Agency may initiate
CERCLA-financed remedial action. The
Agency will decide on a site-by-site
basis whether to take enforcement or
other action under CERCLA or other
authorities, proceed directly with
CERCLA-financed response actions and
seek to recover response costs after
cleanup, or do both. To the extent
feasible, once sites are on the NPL, EPA
will determine high-priority candidates
for Superfund-financed response action
and/or enforcement action through both
State and Federal initiatives. These
determinations will take into account
which approach is more likely to most
expeditiously accomplish cleanup of the
site while using CERCLA's limited
resources as efficiently as possible.

Remedial response actions will not
necessarily be funded in the same order
as a site's ranking on the NPL—that is,
its HRS score. The information collected
to develop HRS scores is not sufficient
in itself to determine either the extent of
contamination or the appropriate
response for a particular site. EPA relies
on further, more detailed studies in the
remedial investigation/feasibility study
(RI/FS) to address these concerns.

The RI/FS determines the nature and
extent of the threat posed by the release
or threatened release. It also takes into
account the amount of contaminants in
the environment, the risk to affected
populations and environment, the cost
to correct problems at the site, and the
response actions that have been taken
by potentially responsible parties or
others. Decisions on the type and extent
of action, if any, to be taken at these
sites are made in accordance with the
criteria contained in subpart E of the
NCP (55 FR 8839, March 8, 1990). After
conducting these additional studies,
EPA may conclude that it is not
desirable to initiate a CERCLA remedial
action at some sites on the NPL because
of more pressing needs at other sites, or
because a private party cleanup is
already underway pursuant to an
enforcement action. Given the limited
resources available in the Trust Fund,
the Agency must carefully balance the
relative needs for response at the
numerous sites it has studied. It is also
possible that EPA will conclude after
further analysis that the site does not
warrant remedial action.

Revisions to the NPL such as today's
rulemaking may move some previously

listed sites to a lower position on the
NPL. However, if EPA has initiated
action such as an RI/FS at a site, it does
not intend to cease such actions to
determine if a subsequently listed site
should have a higher priority for
funding. Rather, theAgency will
continue funding site studies and
remedial actions once they have been
initiated, even if higher-scoring sites are
later added to the NPL.

RI/FS at Proposed sites

An RI/FS may be performed at
proposed sites (or even sites that have
not yet been proposed for the NPL)
pursuant to the Agency's removal
authority under CERCLA, as outlined in
the NCP at 40CFR 300.425(b)(1) (55 FR
8845, March 8, 1990). Section 101(23) of
CERCLA defines "“remove" or "removal”
to include “'such actions as may be
necessary to monitor, assess and
evaluate the release or threat of
release * * *." The definition of
“removal” also includes “action taken
under section 104(b) of this Act * * *."
which authorizes the Agency to perform
studies, investigations, and other
information-gathering activities.

Although an RI/FS generally is
conducted at a site after the site has
been placed on the NPL, in a number of
circumstances the Agency elects to
conduct an RI/FS at a proposed NPL site
in preparation for a possible CERCLA-
financed remedial action, such as when
the Agency believes that a delay may
create unnecessary risks to human
health or the environment. In addition,
the Agency may conduct an RI/FS to
assist in determining whether to conduct
a removal or enforcement action at a
site.

Facility (Site) Boundaries

The NPL does not describe releases in
precise geographical terms, and the
Agency believes that it would be neither
feasible nor consistent with the limited
purpose of the NPL {as the mere
identification of releases), for it to do so.
CERCLA section 105(a}(8)(B] directs
EPA to list national priorities among the
known “releases or threatened releases”
of hazardous substances. Thus. the
purpose of the NPL is merely to identify
releases of hazardous substances that
are priorities for further evaluation.
Although CERCLA “facility" is broadly
defined to include any area where a
hazardous substance release has “come
to be located™ (CERCLA section 101(9)),
the listing process itself is not intended
to define or reflect the boundaries of
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such facilities or releases.! The names
of sites are provided for purposes of
identification only; the sites are not
limited to the boundaries of properties
that may be referred to in the name, Of
course, HRS data upon which listing is
based will, to some extent, describe
which release is at issue; that is, the NPL
site would include all releases evaluated
as part of that HRS analysis (including
noncontiguous releases evaluated under
the NPL aggregation policy, see 48 FR
40663 (September 8, 1983]).

EPA regulations do provide that the
“nature and extent of the threat
presented by a “release” will be
determined by an RI/FS as more
information is developed on sile
contamination (40 CFR 300.430(d}(2) (55
FR 8847, March 8, 1990)). During the RI/
FS process, the release may be found to
be larger or smaller than was originally
known, as more is learned about the
source and the migration of the
contamination. However, this inquiry
focuses on an evaluation of the threat
posed; the boundaries of the release
need not be defined, and in any event
are independent of listing. Moreover, it
generally is impossible to discover the
full extent of where the contamination
“has come to be located" before all
necessary studies and remedial work
are completed at a site; indeed, the
boundaries of the contamination can be
expected to change over time. Thus, in
most cases, it will be impossible to
describe the boundaries of a release
with certainty.

For these reasons, the NPL need not
be amended if further research into the
extent of the contamination expands the
apparent boundaries of the release. As
discussed above, the NPL is only of
limited significance, as it does not
assign liability to any party or to the
owner of any specific property. See
Report of the Senate Committee on
Environment and Public Works, Senate
Rep. No. 96-848, 96th Cong., 2d Sess. 60
(1980), quoted at 48FR 40659 (September
8, 1983). If a party contests liability for
releases on discrete parcels of property,
it may do so if and when the Agency
brings an action against that party to
recover costs or to compel a response
action at that property.

At the same time, however, the RI/FS
or the Record of Decision (which defines
the remedy selected) may offer a useful
indication to the public of the areas of

! Although CERCLA section 101(9) sets out the
definition of “facility” and not “release,"” those
terms are often used interchangeably. {See CERCLA
section 105(a)(8){B), which defines the NPL as a list
of “releases” as well as of the highest priority
“facilities.") (For ease of reference, EPA also uses
the term “site" interchangeably with “release" and
“facility.”)

contamination at which the Agency is
considering taking a response action,
based on information known at that
time. For example, EPA may evaluate
(and list) a release over a 400-acre area,
but the Record of Decision may select a
remedy over 100 acres only. This
information may be useful to a
landowner seeking to sell the other 300
acres, but it would result in no formal
change in the fact that a release is
included on the NPL. The landowner
{(and the public) also should note in such
a case that if further study (or the
remedial construction itself) reveals that
the contamination is located on or has
spread to other areas, the Agency may
address those areas as well.

This view of the NPL as an initial
identification of a release that is not
subject to constant re-evaluation is
consistent with the Agency’s policy of
not rescoring NPL sites, or as stated in
49 FR 37081, September 21, 1984:

EPA recognizes that the NPL process cannot
be perfect, and it is possible that errors exist
or that new data will alter previous
assumptions. Once the initial scoring effort is
complete, however, the focus of EPA activity
must be on investigating sites in detail and
determining the appropriate response, New
data or errors can be considered in that
process * * * [T]he NPL serves as a guide to
EPA and does not determine liability or the
need for response,

I1I. NPL Update Process

There are three mechanisms for
placing sites on the NPL. The principal
mechanism is the application of the
HRS. The HRS serves as a screening
device to evaluate the relative potential
of uncontrolled hazardous substances to
cause human health or safety problems,
or ecological or environmental damage.
The HRS score is calculated by
estimating risks presented in three
potential “"pathways” of human or
environmental exposure: Ground water,
surface water, and air. Within each
pathway of exposure, the HRS considers
three categories of factors “that are
designed to encompass most aspects of
the likelihood of exposure to a
hazardous substance through a release
and the magnitude or degree of harm
from such exposure": (1) Factors that
indicate the presence or likelihood of a
release to the environment; (2) factors
that indicate the nature and quantity of
the substances presenting the potential
threat; and (3) factors that indicate the
human or environmental “targets”
potentially at risk from the site. Factors
within each of these three categories are
assigned a numerical value according to
a set scale. Once numerical values are
computed for each factor, the HRS uses
mathematical formulas that reflect the

relative importance and
interrelationships of the various factors
to arrive at a final site score on a scale
of 0 to 100. The resultant HRS score
represents an estimate of the relative
“probability and magnitude of harm to
the human population or sensitive
environment from exposure to
hazardous substances as a result of the
contamination of ground water, surface
water, or air” (47 FR 31180, July 186,
1982). Those sites that score 28.50 or
greater on the HRS are eligible for the
NPL.

Under the second mechanism for
adding sites to the NPL, each State may
designate a single site as its top priority,
regardless of the HRS score. This
mechanism is provided by section
105(a)(8)(B) of CERCLA, as amended by
SARA, which requires that, to the extent
practicable, the NPL include within the
100 highest priorities, one facility
designated by each State representing
the greatest danger to public health,
welfare, or the environment among
known facilities in the State.

The third mechanism for listing,
included in the NCP at 40 CFR
300.425(c)(3) (55 FR 8845, March 8, 1990),
has been used only in rare instances. It
allows certain sites with HRS scores
below 28,50 to be eligible for the NPL if
all of the following occur:

« The Agency for Toxic Substances and
Disease Registry (ATSDR) of the U.S.
Department of Health and Human Services
has issued a health advisory that
recommends dissociation of individuals from
the release.

* EPA determines that the release poses a
significant threat to public health.

« EPA anticipates that it will be more cost-

effective to use its remedial authority than to
use its removal authority to respond to the
release.

All of the sites in today's final rule
have been placed on the NPL based on
their HRS scores.

States have the primary responsibility
for identifying non-Federal sites,
computing HRS scores, and submitting
candidate sites to the EPA Regional
Offices. EPA Regional Offices conduct a
quality control review of the States’
candidate sites, and may assist in
investigating, sampling, monitoring, and
scoring sites. Regional Offices also may
consider candidate sites in addition to
those submitted by States. EPA
Headquarters conducts further quality
assurance audits to ensure accuracy and
consistency among the various EPA and
State offices participating in the scoring.
The Agency then proposes the sites that
meet one of the three criteria for listing
(as well as statutory requirements and
EPA's listing policies) and solicits public
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comment on the proposal. Based on
these comments and further review by
EPA, the Agency determines final HRS
scores and places those sites that still
qualify on the final NPL.

IV. Statutory Requirements and Listing
Policies

CERCLA restricts EPA’s authority to
respond to certain categories of releases
of hazardous substances, pollutants, or
contaminants by expressly excluding
some substances, such as petroleum,
from the response program. In addition,
CERCLA section 105(a)(8)(B) directs
EPA to list priority sites “among” the
known releases or threatened releases
of hazardous substances, pollutants, or
contaminants, and section 105(a)(8)(A)
directs EPA to consider certain
enumerated and “other appropriate”
factors in doing so. Thus, as a matter of
policy, EPA has the discretion not to use
CERCLA to respond to certain types of
releases. Where other authorities exist,
placing the site on the NPL for possible
remedial action under CERCLA may not
be appropriate. Therefore, EPA has
chosen to defer certain types of sites
from the NPL even though CERCLA may
provide authority to respond. For
example, EPA has chosen not to list
sites that result from contamination
associated with facilities licensed by the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC),
on the grounds that NRC has the
authority and expertise to clean up
releases from those facilities (48 FR
40661, September 8, 1983). If, however,
the Agency later determines that sites
deferred as a matter of policy are not
being properly responded to, the Agency
may place them on the NPL.

The Agency has solicited comment on
a policy to expand deferral to other
Federal and State authorities (53 FR
51415, December 21, 1988); however, that
policy is not currently in effect and has
not been applied to sites in this rule. The
Agency has committed not to implement
any part of an expanded deferral policy
until public and Congressional concerns
have been fully reviewed and analyzed,
and a decision reached on whether or
not to implement such a policy.

The listing policies and statutory
requirements of relevance to this final
rule cover Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act (RCRA) (U.S.C. 6901
6991i) sites, Federal facility sites, sites
with “special study wastes,” and
radioactive mining waste sites. These
and other listing policies and statutory
requirements have been explained in
previous rulemakings, the latest being
February 21, 1990 (55 FR 6154).

Releases From Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) Sites

On June 10, 1986 (51 FR 21054), EPA
announced a decision on components of
a policy for the listing on the NPL of
several categories of non-Federal sites
subject to RCRA subtitle C corrective
action authorities. Under the policy,
sites not subject to RCRA subtitle C
corrective action authorities will
continue to be placed on the NPL.
Examples of such sites include:

* Facilities that ceased treating, storing, or
disposing of hazardous waste prior to
November 18, 1980 (the effective date of
Phase I of the Subtitle C regulations) and to
which the RCRA corrective action or other
authorities of Subtitle C cannot be applied.

* Sites at which only materials exempted
from the statutory or regulatory definition of
solid waste or hazardous waste are managed.

* Contamination areas resulting from the
activities of RCRA hazardous waste handlers
to which RCRA Subtitle C corrective action
authorities do not apply, such as hazardous
waste generators or transporters, which are
not required to have Interim Status or a final
RCRA permit.

Further, the policy stated that certain
RCRA sites at which subtitle C
corrective action authorities are
available also may be listed if they meet
the criterion for listing (i.e., an HRS
score of 28.50 or greater) and they fall
within one of the following categories:

* Facilities whose owners have
demonstrated an inability to finance
corrective action as evidenced by their
invocation of the bankruptcy laws.

* Facilities that have lost authorization to
operate, and for which there are additional
indications that the owner or operator will be
unwilling to undertake corrective action.

* Facilities, analyzed on a case-by-case
basis, whose owners or operators have a
clear history or unwillingness to undertake
corrective action.

On August 9, 1988 (53 FR 30005), EPA
announced a policy for determining
whether RCRA facilities are unwilling to
perform corrective actions, and
therefore should be proposed to the
NPL. Additionally, on August 9, 1988 (53
FR 30002), EPA requested comment on a
draft policy for determining when an
owner/operator should be considered
unable to pay for addressing the
contamination at a RCRA-regulated site;
that draft policy is still under review.

On June 24, 1988 (53 FR 23978), EPA
announced its intent to list several other
categories of RCRA facilities that the
Agency considers appropriate for the
NPL. These categories are non- or late
filers, converters (i.e., facilities whose
part A permits have been withdrawn),
protective filers, and sites holding RCRA
permits issued before enactment of the

Hazardous and Solid Waste
Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. (Further
definition of these terms is contained in
the June 24, 1988 policy announcement.)
Consistent with this policy, 23 RCRA
sites were placed on the final NPL on
October 4, 1988 (54 FR 41000).

In this final rule, EPA is adding to the
NPL five sites that are subject to RCRA
subtitle C corrective action authorities.
These sites are being placed on the NPL
under the NPL/RCRA policy. Three sites
are converters, one site has lost its
RCRA authorization to operate and
appears unwilling to undertake
corrective action, and one site has
contamination that may not be
addressable under RCRA. Listing a site
because of an unresolved question as to
whether RCRA subtitle C corrective
1ction authorities apply to all
contamination associated with the site
is consistent with EPA's NPL/RCRA
policy (53 FR 23983, June 24, 1988).

In addition, EPA is not listing three
sites under the NPL/RCRA policy
because they can be addressed under
RCRA Subtitle C corrective action
authorities. Of these, one site was
proposed as a pre-HSWA permittee, but
is not being listed because the pre-
HSWA permit has expired and the
owner/operator is now subject to a new
permit which includes corrective action
requirements (see 54 FR 41006, October
4, 1989). Another site is a converter, but
is not being listed because the owner/
operator has agreed to corrective action
under a RCRA consent corrective action
order (see 54 FR 41005, October 4, 1989).
The third site is a late filer, but is not
being listed because the site has come
within the RCRA system and
demonstrated a history of compliance
with RCRA regulations (see 54 FR 41005,
October 4, 1989).

Releases From Federal Facility Sites

On March 13, 1989 (54 FR 10520), the
Agency announced a policy for listing
Federal facility sites, if they meet the
prescribed eligibility criteria (e.g., an
HRS score of 28.50 or greater), even if
the Federal facility also is subject to the
corrective action authorities of RCRA
subtitle C. In that way, cleanup, if
appropriate, could be affected at those
sites under CERCLA.

Federal facility sites are placed in a
separate section of the NPL. This rule
adds 23 Federal facility sites to the final
NPL and drops one, bringing the total
number of final Federal facilities sites to
116. No Federal facility sites remain
proposed to the NPL.
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Releases of Radicactive Materials

CERCLA section 101{22) excludes
several types of releases of radioactive
materials from the statutory definition of
“release.” These releases are therefore
not eligible for CERCLA response
aclions or the NPL. The exclusions apply
to (1) releases of source, by-product, or
special nuclear material from a nuclear
incident if these releases are subject to
financial protection requirements under
section 170 of the Atomic Energy Act,
and (2) any release of source, by-
product, or special nuclear material from
any processing site designated under the
Uranium Mill Tailings Radiation Control
Act of 1978 (UMTRCA). Accordingly,
such radioactive releases have not been
considered eligible for the NPL.

As a policy matter, EPA has also
chosen not to list releases of source, by-
product, or special nuclear material from
any facility with a current license issued
by the NRC, on the grounds that the
NRC has full authority to require
cleanup of releases from such facilities
(48 FR 40658, September 8, 1983). EPA
will, however, list releases from
facilities that hold a current license
issued by a State pursuant to an
agreement between the State and the
NRC under section 274 of the Atomic
Energy Act. Facilities whose licenses
are no longer in effect are also
considered for listing.

In this final rule, EPA is adding to the
NPL three sites with radioactive
releases that meet EPA's criteria for the
NPL. None of the three sites has releases
that are excluded by statute from the
NPL. The sites are also not excluded by
EPA's NPL/NRC policy because they
were not contaminated as a result of a
NRC-licensed operation.

Releases of Special Study Wastes

Section 105(g) of CERCLA, as
amended by SARA, requires EPA to
consider certain factors before adding
sites involving RCRA “special study
wastes” to the NPL. Section 105(g)
applies to sites that (1) were not on or
proposed for the NPL as of October 17,
1986 and (2) contain significant
quantities of special study wastes as
defined under RCRA sections 3001(b)(2)
[drilling fluids], 3001(b)(3}(A)(ii) {mining
wastes), and 3001(b)(3)(A)(iii) [cement
kiln dusts]. Before these sites can be
added to the NPL, section 105(g) requires
that the following information be
considered:

* The extent to which the HRS score for
the facility is affected by the presence of the
special study waste at or released from the
facility. :

* Available information as to the quantity,
toxicity, and concentration of hazardous
substances that are constituents of any

special study waste al, or released from, the
facility; the extent of or potential for release
of such hazardous constituents; the exposure
or potential exposure to human population
and environment; and the degree of hazard to
human health or the environment posted by
the release of such hazardous constituents et
the facility.

This final rule includes 14 sites
containing or potentially containing
special study wastes subject to section
105(g). EPA has placed in the dockets an
addendum that evaluates for each site
the information called for in section
105{g). The addenda indicate that the
special study wastes present a threat to
human health and the environment, and
that the sites should be added to the
NPL.

CERCLA section 125, as amended by
SARA, addresses specific special study
wastes described in RCRA section
3001(b}(3)(A)(i) |fly ash and related
wastes]. No sites in this rule are subject
to section 125.

Response to Public Comments on
Special Study Waste Sites

When EPA proposed to include on the
NPL the special study waste sites in this
final rule, the Agency received several
public comments. The Agency's
responses to site-specific comments are
contained in the “Support Document for
the Revised National Priorities List Final
Rule—August 1990."” (See section V of
this final rule).

EPA also received general (i.e., non-
site-specific) comments from one
organization concerning the Agency's
evaluation of sites with coal tar special
study waste. A summary of the issues
raised in these comments and the
Agency's response was contained in the
final rule published on February 21, 1990
(55 FR 6158). EPA's response generally
applies to the coal tar and other special
study waste sites included in this final
rule as well.

V. Disposition of Sites in Today's Final
Rule

This final rule promulgates 106 sites
(Table 1) and removes 10 sites from
several proposed rulemakings. These
116 sites are from the following
proposed updates:

* Update #2 (49 FR 40320, October 18,
1984): 10 sites

* Update #5 (51 FR 21099, June 10, 1986}): 2
sites

* Update #6 (52 FR 2492, January 22, 1987):
6 sites

* Update #7 (53 FR 23988, June 24, 1988): 54
sites

¢ Update #8 (54 FR 19526, May 5, 1989): 4
sites

* Update #9 (54 FR 29820, July 14, 1989): 17
sites

* Update #10 (54 FR 43778, October 26,
1969): 23 sites

EPA read all comments received on
these sites, including late comments. In
past rules, EPA responded even lo late
comments. However, given the volume
and number of late comments received
and the need to make final decisions on
all currently proposed sites prior lo the
date that the revised HRS takes effect,
EPA was nol able to respond to all late
comments received for sites in this rule.
EPA has responded (in the Support
Document) to those comments
postmarked no later than October 31,
1988 for all sites included in this final
rule that were proposed in Updates #2,
5,6, and 7, to those comments
postmarked no later than September 12,
1989 for sites in its final rule that were
proposed in Update #8, to those
comments postmarked no later than
October 3, 1989 for sites in this final rule
that were proposed in Update #9, and to
those comments postmarked no later
than February 6, 1990 for sites in this
final rule that were proposed in Update
#10. (EPA had previously indicated that
it may no longer be able to consider late
comments (53 FR 23990, June 24, 1988
and, most recently 54 FR 43779, October
26, 1989)). Although EPA has not
responded to all late comments, it has
read all late comments and endeavored
to respond in the Support Document to
those late comments that bring to the
Agency's attention a fundamental error
in the scoring of a site. In addition, the
Agency has routinely responded to late
comments resulting from EPA
correspondence that provided
commenters with more recent data or
requested thal the commenters be more
specific in their comments.

TABLE 1.—NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST,
NEW FINAL SITES (BY RANK)

[August 1980]

’ City/
| county

St Site name

Lehigh Portland
Cement Co.
Eastern Michaud
Flats
Contamin.
Northwestem
States
Portiand Cem.
Salford Quany .....

Monsanto
Chemical
(Soda
Springs)

Seattle Mun
Lndtil (Kent
Hghinds).
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TABLE 1.—NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST,
NEw FINAL SITES (8Y RANK)—Continued

[August 1990]

TABLE 1.—NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST,
NEW FINAL SITES (8Y RANK)—Continued

[August 1990]

TABLE 1.—NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST,
NEw FINAL SITES (8Y RANK)—Continued

[August 1990]

Site name

St

Site name

St

Whiteford
Sales&Ser/
Nationalease.

Industrial Waste
Processing.

MIG/Dewane
Landfill,

Better Brite
Chrome &
Zinc Shops.

Peoples Natural
Gas Co.

Oronogo-

Duenweg
Mining Beit.

Monroe Auto
Equip
(Paragould
Pit).

E.l. Du Pont
(County Rd
X23).

T.H. Agricu! &
Nutri
(Montgomery).

Sulphur Bank

Ohio River Park...

Woolfolk
Chemical

Railroad Co..

Kerr-McGee
(Reed-Keppler
Park).

Woodbury
Chemical
(Princeton
Plant).

Apache Powder
Co.

Carson River
Mercury Site.

Tex-Tin Corp

Kerr-McGee
(Residential
Areas).

Fairfield Coal
Gasification
Plant.

Chemical

Railroad Tie
Treat.

Allied Paper/
Portage Ck/
Kalamaz R.

Centralia
Municipal
Landfill.

Diamond
Shamrock
Corp. Landfill.

Cheshire
Ground Water
Contamin.

B&B Chemical
Co., Inc.

BMI-Textron

Kerr-McGee
(Sewage
Treat Plant).

Caldwell Lace
Leather Co.,
Inc.

Adams County

Landfills 2&3.

Combustion, Inc...

Farmers' Mutua!
Cooperative,

Sheller-Giobe
Corp.
Disposal.

Kent County
Landfill
(Houston).

Koppers Co.,
Inc. (Newport
Ptant).

Lodi Municipal
Waell.

Sealand Limited...

more.
Salinas.

The
Dalles.

Ports-
mouth.

Kalama-
200.

Centra-
lia.

Cedar-

Che-
shira.

SC
WA

PA
wy

NE
CA

OH

Milgo Electron.

Murray-Ohio Mfg

(Horseshoe
Bend).

Higgins Disposal..

Canneiton
Industries, Inc.

Hevi-Duty
Electric Co.

Westlake
Landfill.

Central Iflinois
Public Serv
Co.

Dublin TCE Site...

Waste
Management
(Brookfield
Lf).

10th Street Site ...

Watkins-
Johnson Co.
(Stewart Div).

Intersil Inc./
Siemens

Components.

Number of New Finai Sites: B3.

! Sites are piaced v:a?roups (Gr) corresponding to
groups of 50 on the final NPL.

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST, FEDERAL
FACILITY SITES, NEW FINAL (BY GROUP)

[August 19901

Site name City/county

Mountain Home Air | Mountain
Force Base. Home.
Bangor Naval Siiverdale

Submarine Base.
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NATIONAL PriORITIES LiST, FEDERAL FA-
ciLUTY SiTES, NEw FinaL (BY GROUP)—
Continued

[August 1950]

Site name

Homestead Air

1A

| HI

Number of New Final Federal Facility Sites: 23.

:Ssi'tlateloppdoﬁtym -
ites are placed in groups {Gr) comresponding to
groups of 50 on the final NPL.

Based on the comments received on
the proposed sites, as well as
investigation by EPA and the States
(generally in response to comment) EPA
recalculated the HRS scores for
individua! sites where appropriate.
Where the public comments or
additional information dropped a score
below 28.50, the site has been removed
from the NPL. EPA’s response to site-
specific public comments and
explanations of any score changes made
as a result of such commenis are
addressed in the “"Support Document for
the Revised National Priorities List Final
Rule—August 1990."

RCRA Sites

Three sites are subject to subtitle C
corrective action authorities, but the
Part A permits have been withdrawn
(converter status). These sites are being

added to the final NPL consistent with
the NPL/RCRA policy:

* Advanced Micro Devices (Building 915),
Sunnyvale, California (converter)

¢ Hexcel Corp., Livermore, California
(converter)

* Westinghouse Electric Corp. (Sheron
Plant), Sharon, Pennsylvania {converter)

One site is being listed, consistent
with the NPL/RCRA policy, because the
contamination may not be addressable
under RCRA subtitle C corrective action
authorities:

¢ Apache Powder Co., St. David, Arizona

Based on the NPL/RCRA policy
announced on June 10, 1986 (51 FR
21057) and in effect at the time of
proposal, one site is being listed because
it has lost its RCRA authorization to
operate and appears unwilling to
undertake corrective action:

* Chem-Solv, Inc., Cheswold, Delaware

One site is not being listed because it
is a late-filer that has come within the
RCRA system and demonstrated a
history of compliance with RCRA
regulations:

* Kearney-KPF, Stockton, California (late
filer)

One site is not being listed because it
now is subject to a post-HSWA permit
that includes corrective action
requirements:

« Solvent Service, Inc., San Jose, California

One site is not being listed because it
is a converter that has agreed to
corrective action under a RCRA consent
corrective action order:

¢ Warner Eleciric Brake & Chatch Co.,
Roscoe, Hiinois

Documentation supporting EPA's
decisions on these sites is available in
the Support Document.

Federal Facility Sites

This final rule adds 23 Federal facility
sites to the NPL (Table 1) and drops 1
from the proposed NPL.

Radioactive Release Sites

Three sites with radioactive releases
are being added to the final NPL
consistent with the NPL/NRC policy
because the sites were not contaminated
as a result of a NRC-licensed operation:

* Kerr-McGee (Reed-Keppler Park), West
Chicago, Illinois

* Kerr-McGee (Residential Areas), West
Chicago/DuPage County, Illinois

* Kerr-McGee (Sewage Treatment Plant),
West Chicago, llinois

Special Study Waste Sites

Fourteen sites containing or possibly
containing special study wastes are
being added to the NPL in this rule.

* Sulphur Bank Mercury Mine, Clear Lake,
California (mining wastes)

¢ Sealand Limited, Mount Pleasanl,
Delaware (coal tar wastes)

* Eastern Michaud Flats Contamination,
Pocatello, Idaho (mining wastes)

¢ Monsanto Chemical Co. (Soda Springs
Plant), Soda Springs, Idaho {mining wastes)

e Central lllinois Public Service Co.,
Taylorville, llinois (coal tar wastes)

* Fairfield Coal Gasification Plant,
Fairfield, lowa fcoal tar wastes) ‘

* Lehigh Portland Cement Co., Mason City,
towa (cement kiln dust)

= Northwestern States Portland Cement
Co., Mason City, lowa (cement kiln dust)

* Peoples Natural Gas Co., Dubuque, lowa
{coal tar wastes)

* Oronogo-Duenweg Mining Belt, Jasper
County, Missouri (mining wastes)

» Lee Acres Landfill (USDOI), Farming!on,
New Mexico (drilling muds and produced
walers)

« Carson River Mercury Site, Lyon/
Churchill Counties, Nevada (mining wastes)

* Reilly Tar & Chemical Corp. (Dover
Plant), Dover, Ohio [coal tar wastes)

* Tex-Tin Corp., Texas City, Texas (mining
wastes)

Score Revisions

EPA has revised the HRS scores for 37
sites based on its review of comments
and additional information developed
by EPA and the States {Table 2). Some
of the changes have placed the sites in
different groups of 50 sites. For seven of
these sites, the public comments have
resulted in scores below the cut-off of
28.50. Accordingly, these sites are being
dropped from the proposed NPL at this
time:

* Magnolia City Landfill, Magnolia,
Arkansas

* Concord Naval Weapons Station,
Concord, California

« Ford Motor Co. (Sludge Lagoon),
Ypsilanti, Michigan

* Gautier Oil Co., Inc., Gautier, Mississippi

* Sunray Oil Co. Refinery, Allen,
Oklahoma

* Rio Grande Oil Co. Refinery, Sour Lake,
Texas

* Fort Howard Paper Co. {Sludge Lagoons),
Green Bay, Wisconsin

TABLE 2. —SITES WiTH HRS Score
CHANGES

State/site name | Location

AR/Magnolia
City Landfill.

AZ/Apache
Powder Co.

Magnolia ..
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TaBLE 2.—SiTES WiTH HRS SCORE
CHANGES—Continued

TABLE 2.—SITES WiTH HRS SCORE
CHANGES—Continued

HRAS scoré
Proposed Final

State/site name

“ 1 HRS score
Proposed Final

State/site name | Location

CA/Concord "
Naval Weapon
Station.

DE/Kent County
Landfill
(Houston),

FL/BMi-Textron ...

FL/Woodbury
Chemical Co
(Princeton
Plant).

IA/Fairfield Coal
Gasification
Plant.

IA/Northwestern
States

IL/Central lilinois
Public Service
Co..

KY/Green River

i , Inc.

MI/Ford Motor
Co. (Sludge
Lagoon).

Mi/Peerless
Plating Co..

MO/Oronogo-
Duenweg
Mining Belt.

MS/Gautier Oil

Co. Refinery.
PA/Ohio River
Park.

TN/Murray-Ohio
Manufacturing
Co.
(Horseshoe
Bend Dump).

TX/Rio Grande
Qil Co.
Refinery.

UT/Sharon Steel
Corp. (Midvale
Tailings).

UT/Toole Army
Depot (North
Area).

Wi/Fort Howard
Paper Co.
Sludge
Lagoons.

WY /Mystery
Bridge Rd/U.S.
Highway 20.

Lawren-

vifle.

! Score indeterminate but below 28.50.

Name Revisions

The names of two sites addressed in
this final rule have been changed in
response to information received during
the comment period. The changes are
intended to reflect more accurately the
location, nature, or potential sources of
contamination at the sites:

¢ Cheshire Ground Water Contamination
(formerly Cheshire Associates Property),
Cheshire, Connecticut

* North Market Street (formerly Tosco
Corp. (Spokane Terminal)), Spokane,
Washington

VI. Disposition of All Proposed Sites/
Federal Facility Sites

To date, EPA has proposed 10 major
updates to the NPL. This rule results in a
total of 20 non-Federal sites that
continue to be proposed pending
completion of response to comment,
resolution of technical issues, and
resolution of various policy issues
(Table 3). All sites that remain proposed
will be considered for future final rules.
Although these sites remain proposed,
the comment periods have not been
extended or reopened.

TABLE 3.—NPL PROPOSALS

Number of sites/
Federal facility sites

Re-.

Proposed

maining
pro-
posed

1/0

49 FR 40320...

TABLE 3.—NPL PropPosaLsS—Continued

Number of sites/
Federal facility sites,

Date/Federal
Register
Citation Proposed

.| 4/10/85
50 FR 14115...

26/6
38/3

43/2
51 FR 21099...
1/22/87

52 FR 2492
6/24/88...........
53 FR 23988...
5/5/89

54 FR 19526...

83/1

215/14

10/0

0/52
23/2

2/0
54 FR 338486...

760/117

VII Contents of the NPL

The 106 new sites added to the NPL in
this rule (Table 1) have been
incorporated into the NPL in order of
their HRS scores except where EPA
modified the order to reflect top
priorities designated by the States, as
discussed in greater detail in previous
rules, the most recent on March 31, 1989
(54 FR 13296).

The NPL appears at the end of this
final rule and will be codified as part of
appendix B to the NCP. Sites on the NPL
are arranged according to their scores
on the HRS. The NPL is presented in
groups of 50 sites to emphasize that
minor differences in HRS scares do not
necessarily represent significantly
different levels of risk. Except for the
first group, the score range within the
groups, as indicated in the list, is less
than 4 points. EPA considers the sites
within a group to have approximately
the same priority for response actions.
For convenience, the sites are
numbered.

The following three sites previously
were placed on the NPL because they
met the requirements of the NCP at
§ 300.425(c)(3), as explained in section
111 of this rule:

» Forest Glen Mobile Home Subdivision,
Niagara Falls, New York

» Radium Chemical Co., Inc., New York,
New York "

» Lansdowne Radiation Site, Lansdowne,
Pennsylvania

These sites have HRS scores less than
28.50 and appear at the end of the list.
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This rule adds 23 new sites to the
Federal facility section of the NPL by
group number.

VIIL Regulatory Impact Analysis

The costs of cleanup actions that may
be taken at sites are not directly
attributable to placement on the NPL, as
explained below. Therefore, the Agency
has determined that this rulemaking is
not a “major" regulation under
Executive Order 12291. EPA has
conducted a preliminary analysis of
economic implications of this
amendment to the NCP, EPA believes
that the kinds of economic effects
associated with this revision generally
are similar to those effects identified in
the regulatory impact analysis (RIA)
prepared in 1982 for the revisions to the
NCP pursuant to section 105 of CERCLA
and the economic analysis prepared
when amendments to the NCP were
proposed (50 FR 5882, February 12,
1985). The Agency believes the
anticipated economic effects related to
adding these 106 sites to the NPL can be
characterized in terms of the
conclusions of the earlier RIA and the
most recent economic analysis. This rule
was submitted to the Office of
Management and Budget for review as
required by Executive Order 12291.

Costs

EPA has determined that this
rulemaking is not a ‘major” regulation
under Executive Order 12291 because
inclusion of a site on the NPL does not
itself impose any costs. It does not
establish that EPA necessarily will
undertake remedial action, nor does it
require any action by a private party or
determine its liability for site response
costs. Costs that arise out of site
responses result from site-by-site
decisions about what actions to take,
not directly from the act of listing itself.
Nonetheless, it is useful to consider the
costs associated with responding to all
sites included in this rulemaking:

The major events that follow the
proposed listing of a site on the NPL are
a search for potentially responsible
parties and a remedial investigation/
feasibility study (RI/FS) to determine if
remedial actions will be undertaken at a
site. Design and construction of the
selected remedial alternative follow
completion of the RI/FS, and operation
and maintenance (O&M) activities may
continue after construction has been
completed.

EPA initially bears costs associated
with responsible party searches.
Responsible parties may bear some or
all the costs of the RI/FS, remedial
design and construction, and O&M, or
EPA and the States may share costs,

The State cost share for site cleanup
activities has been amended by section
104 of SARA. For privately-owned sites,
as well as for publicly-owned but not
publicly-operated sites, EPA will pay for
100% of the costs of the RI/FS and
remedial planning, and 90% of the costs
associated with remedial action. The
State will be responsible for 10% of the
remedial action. For publicly-operated
sites, the State cost share is at least 50%
of all response costs at the site,
including the RI/FS and remedial design
and construction of the remedial action
selected. After the remedy is built, costs
fall into two categories:

* For restoration of ground water and
surface water, EPA will share in startup costs
according to the criteria in the previous
paragraph for 10 years or until a sufficient
level of protectiveness is achieved before the
end of 10 years.

* For other cleanups, EPA will share for up
to 1 year the cost of that portion of response
needed to assure that a remedy is operational
and functional. After that, the State assumes
full responsibilities for O&M.

In previous NPL rulemakings, the
Agency estimated the costs associated
with these activities (RI/FS), remedial
design, remedial action, and O&M) on
an average per site and total cost basis.
EPA will continue with this approach,
using the most recent (1988) cost
estimates available; these estimates are
presented below. However, there is
wide variation in costs for individual
sites, depending on the amount, type,
and extent of contamination.
Additionally, EPA is unable to predict
what portions of the total costs
responsgible parties will bear, since the
distribution of costs depends on the
extent of voluntary and negotiated
response and the success of any cost-
recovery actions.

Average
total cost
per site *

Cost category

RI/FS 1,300,000
i 1,500,000
.4 2 25,000,000

23,770,000

1 1988 U.S. Dollars.

* Includes State cost-share.

® Assumes cost of O&M over 30 years, $400,000
for the first year and 10% discount rate.

Sounce: Office of Program Management, Office of
Emergency and Remedial Response, U.S. EPA.

Costs to States associated with
today's final rule arise from the required
State cost-share of: (1) 10% of remedial
actions and 10% of first-year O&M costs
at privately-owned sites and sites that
are publicly-owned but not publicly-
operated; and (2) at least 50% of the
remedial planning (RI/FS and remedial
design), remedial action, and first-year

O&M costs at publicly-operated sites.
States will assume the cost for O&M
after EPA's period of participation.
Using the assumptions developed in the
1982 RIA for the NCP, EPA has assumed
that 90% of tha 83 non-Federal sites
added to the NPL in this rule will be
privately-owned and 10% will be State-
or locally-operated. Therefore, using the
budget projections presented above, the
cost to States of undertaking Federal
remedial planning and actions, but
excluding O&M costs, would be
approximately $301.6 million. State
O&M costs cannot be accurately
determined because EPA, as noted
above, will share O&M costs for up to 10
years for restoration of ground water
and surface water, and it is not known
how many sites will require this
treatment and for how long. However,
based on past experience, EPA believes
a reasonable estimate is that it will
share startup costs for up to 10 years at
25% of sites. Using this estimate, State
O&M costs would be epproximately
$265.5 million.

Placing a hazardous waste site on the
NPL does not itself cause firms
responsible for the site to bear costs.
Nonetheless, a listing may induce firms
to clean up the sites voluntarily, or it
may act as a potential trigger for
subsequent enforcement or cost-
recovery actions. Such actions may
impose costs on firms, but the decisions
to take actions are discretionary and
made on a case-by-case basis.
Consequently, precise estimates of these
effects cannot be made. EPA does not
believe that every site will be cleaned
up by a responsible party. EPA cannot
project at this time which firms or
industry sectors will bear specific
portions of the response costs, but the
Agency considers: The volume and
nature of the waste at the sites; the
strength of the evidence linking the
wastes at the site to the parties; the
parties’ ability to pay; and other factors
when deciding whether and how to
proceed against the parties.

Economy-wide effects of this
amendment to the NCP are aggregations
of effects on firms and State and local
governments. Although effects could be
felt by some individual firms and States,
the total impact of this amendment on
output, prices, and employment is
expected to be negligible at the national
level, as was the case in the 1982 RIA.

Benefits

The real benefits associated with
today's amendment placing additional
sites on the NPL are increased health
and environmental protection as a result
of increased public awareness of
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potential hazards. In addition to the
potential for more Federally-financed
remedial actions, expansion of the NPL
could accelerate privately-financed,
voluntary cleanup efforts. Listing sites
as national priority targets also may
give States increased support for
funding responses at particular sites.
As a result of the additional CERCLA
remedies, there will be lower human
exposure to high-risk chemicals, and
higher-quality surface water, ground
water, soil, and air. These benefits are
expected to be significent, although
difficult to estimate in advance of
completing the RI/FS at these sites.

IX. Regulatory Flexibility Act Analysis

The Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980
requires EPA to review the impacts of
this action on small entities, or certify
that the action will not have a
significant impact on a substantial
number of small entities. By small
entities, the Act refers to small
businesses, small government
jurisdictions, and nonprofit
organizations.

While modifications to the NPL are
considered revisions to the NCP, they
are not typical regulatory changes since
the revisions do not automatically
impose costs. The placing of sites on the
NPL does not in itself require any action
of any private party, nor does it
determine the liability of any party for
the cost of cleanup at the site. Further,
no identifiable groups are affected as a
whole. As a consequence, it is hard to
predict impacts on any group. Placing a
site on the NPL could increase the
likelihood that adverse impacts to
responsible parties (in the form of
cleanup costs) will occur, but EPA
cannot identify the potentially affected
business at this time nor estimate the
number of small businesses that might
be affected.

The Agency does not expect that
certain industries and firms within
industries that have caused a
proportionately high percentage of
waste site problems could be
significantly affected by CERCLA
actions. However, EPA does not expect
the impacts from the listing of these 83
non-Federal sites to have a significant
economic impact on a substantial
number of small businesses.

In any case, economic impacts would
occur only through enforcement and
cost-recovery actions, which are taken
at EPA's discretion on a site-by-site
basis. EPA considers many factors when
determining what enforcement actions
to take, including not only the firm's
contribution to the problem, but also the
firm's ability to pay.

The impacts (from cost recovery) cn
small governments and nonprofit
organizations would be determined on a
similar case-by-case basis.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 300

Air pollution control, Chemicals,
Hazardous materials, Intergovernmental
relations, Natural resources, Oil
pollution, Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements, Superfund, Waste
treatment and disposal, Water pollution
control, Water supply.

Dated: August 22, 19980.

Mary Gade,
Acting Assistant Administrator, Office of
Solid Waste and Emergency Response.

40 CFR part 300 is amended as

follows:

PART 300—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for part 300
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 42 U.S.C. 9605; 42 U.S.C. 9620; 33
U.S.C. 1321(c)(2); E.O. 11735 (38 FR 21243);
E.O. 12580 (52 FR 2923).

2. Appendix B of part 300 is revised to
read as set forth below.

Appendix B—National Priorities List

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)
{August 1990]

Army Creek
Landfill.

CPS/Madison
Industrias.

Nyanza Chemical

Berlin & Farro

Baird & McGuire...

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)—
Continued
[August 1990]

St

Site name

NJ

Lone Pine

Metal.
East Helena Site ..

Sikes Disposal
Pits

Triana/

Industries/
Fuhrmann
Energy.

W.R. Grace &
Co Inc (Acton
Plant).

New Brighton/
Arden Hills,

Reilly Tar (St.
Louis Park
Plant)*.

Vineland
Chemical Co.,

i
|
l
!
l
V

ce

| Houston,

Acton.

New

Park.
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NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (8Y RANK)—
Continued

[August 1990]

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)—
Continued

[August 19901

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)—

Continued

[August 1990]

St

Site name

Site name

St

Site name

08
10

05

FL

NJ

MY
WA

wi

Reeves
Southeast

Galvenizing
Corp.
Shieldalloy Corp ...

Anaconda Co.
Smelter.

Western
Processing
Co., inc.

Omega Hills
North Landfill.

Tampa.

Newfield
Bor-
ough.

Anacon-
da.

Kent.

German-
town.

Group 2 (HRS Scores 58.41-57.80, except for

State top priority sites)

04

02

02

05

04
05

07

06

02

02
05

10

FL

NJ

American
Creosots
(Pensacola Pit).

Caldwell
Trucking Co.

Seymour
Recycling
Corp.*

Peak Oil Co./
Bay Drum Co.
United Scrap
Lead Co,, Inc.
Cherokee County..

Tar Creek
(Otiawa
County).

Brick Township
Landfill.

Brook Industrial
Park.
American
Anodco, Inc.
Frontier Hard
Chrome, Inc.
Janesville Oid
Landfill.
Northernaire

Plating.
Independent Nail
Co.

Janesvilie Ash
Beds

Kalama Specialty
Chemicals.

Lehigh Portiand
Cement Co.

Eastern Michaud
Flats Contamin.

Tucson
International

Pensaco-
la.

Fairfield.

South -
Glen

Seymour.

Tampa.

GU
MS
uTt

KS

Marshall Landfill* .
Outboard Marine

Pine Street
Canai*,

West Virginia
Ordnance®.

Ellisville Site*

Arsenic Trioxide
Site®.

Flowood.
Salt Lake
City.

Arka
City.

3 (HRS

Scores 57.80-52.58)

WA

CA

NY

General Electric
(Spokane
Shop).

Operating
Industries, Inc.
Lnafil.

Wide Beach
Dev

Iron Mountain
Mine.

Scientific
Chemical
Processing.

California Gulch....

D'lmperio
Property.

Spokane.

Monterey
Park.

Brant.

Redding.

MN
L

IL

PA

MN
MA

Parsons Casket
Hardware Co..

A & F Material
Reclaiming,

Inc.

(Mcintosh
Plant).
Kassauf-
Kimerling
Battery.
Wauconda Sand
& Gravel.
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NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)— NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST {BY RANK)— NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)—
[August 19801 [August 1990] {August 1990)

y 1 F ” . City/
St Site name : St 2 St Site name county

Mi Bofors Nobel, NC PA North
inc. N % Y White-
™ Balley Waste i DE A < hall
Disposal. i Twp.
Ottati & Goss/ ¥ L). S (HRS Scores 50.19-47.49)

; NJ Shamong

Dalton Co.. Town-
Town- Sree ship.
ship. 3 NY i W Batavia.

Muske- . L Wood-

gon. ing : i stock.
Arvin,

MN

New- -
town. ~ A L MIG/Dewane

Pedrick- : : Landfill.
town. v { Al Landfill &

Cass Resource
Lake. . Recovery.

.. Island. % Mi Hi-Mill

Aber- = Hooker (S AI“) Manufactunng

Co.

Lindane Dump e PA | Butler Mine
Wood- > Tunnel.
Landfil. ford. ship. FL | Northwest 58th

Central City- Street Landfill.

4 (HRS Scores 52.58-50.23) v.?«?/\?é?:.'éo.m. : N

NJ Ringwood Ring-
Mines/Landfill. wood
B°"| Taylor Road
Whitehouse Ofl White- : W“La:md' “'Sand 2

3 Gravel,
Hercules 009 Bruns- Rosen Brothers
Landfill, wick. 8n

Jones Sanitation...| Hyde DuSc m!le i
Park. 4
Koppers Co Inc
Lyndon. (Florence
Plant).

St. Louis. Maywood
Chemical Co.

Waste Disposal
Engineering.
Liberty Industrial

Finishing.
Kin-Buc Landfill

Waste, Inc.,

Brio Refining, Inc..
Ciba-Geigy Corp. ..

Butterworth #2
Landfill.
American
Cyanamid Co..
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NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)— NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)— NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (8Y RANK)—
Continued Continued Continued

[August 19901 [August 1990] [August 189C]

St Site name . St Site name c?\% St Site name

IL Veisicol Minturn/ - PA Domey Road
Chemical Red- Landfill.
Corp. (Illinois). cliff.
MO | Wheeling ¢ .| Efiza-
Disposal i beth, 5 Berks Landfill
Service Co. Lt Cordova.
Tar Lake....
Northside
Rock Sanitary
ip. ; Hill. Landfill, Inc.
Johnstown City Inc. - lmemal_e
Landfill. Allied Chemical | Ironton. Pollution
. & ironton Coke. Control, Inc.
NC State U (Lot | Raleigh. Verona Well Battle R Monroe Auto
86, Farm Unit Field. Creek. Equip 3
#1). Lee Chemical.......| Liberty. {Paragould Pit).
Lowry Landfill........| Arapa- Beacon Heights | Beacon Oklahoma
hoe Landfill. Falls. Refining Co.
County. Stauffer Chem Bucks. <4 EL Du Pont
MacGillis & New (Cold Creek {County Rd
Gibbs/Bell Brigh- . Plant). X23).
Lumber. ton. Bmgton Brainerd/ Somme m Coau
Hunterstown Straban Northern Baxter. Pipe Lines.
Road. Town- (Brainerd). gl Global Sanitary
ship. . Hough- Landfill.
Woodlawn Wood- w2 ton
County Landfill. | lawn. County. e
Hechimovich Williams- - Florida
Sanitary At Central Landfill Jo:;xn& Com
Landfill.

- 7 Malvern TCE Malvern.
Mng-Amanca Sergeant Facet Elmira.
anning Co. Bluff. Emerprises
Lindsay Lindsay. 0y FPines; ! %Y
Manufacturing Ipeper Wi
Co Delaware Sand New Preservers,

Combe Fill North | Mount :fg;;"' Inc..
Landfill e i B
Twp. g et Sigusice 7 (HRS Scores 45.91-43.75)
Dar;toum_ National Starch Salis- I : Rock:
4 Plum- & Chemical bury. ford.
stead Corp. MN ivarsity Mi Rose-
Town- L : Valley mount.
ship. Manufacturing. Town-
ship. i Bums-
C & R Battery Chester- A ville.
Co., Inc. field : Tomah.
County.
Murray-Ohio Law- ;
Dump. renceburg i Good-
Environchem Zions- » year/
Corp.. ville. Avon-
Gary. dale.
Hannibal. Sahnas.
South Point Ptant .| South
Point. Plum-
Gallup’s Quarry....| Plain- stead
field. Town-
i r Jackson ship.
Laboratories. Town- i Mena.
KS Doepke Disposal ship. .
(Holliday). - Peoples Natural | Dubuque. Colum-
NJ Florence Land Gas Co.. bia.
Racontouring Oronogo- Jasper
Landfill. ip. Duenweg County.
Rl Davis Liquid ith- Mining Belt. County.
Waste. A Coleman-Evans | White-
MA | Charles-George Wood house.
Reclamation Preserving Co.
Landifill. Dayco Corp./LE. | Wharton
NJ King of Prussia Carpenter Co. Bor-
ough.
. L Shriver's Comner....| Straban
Chisman Creek Town-

ship.

Occidental
Chem/
Firestone Tire.

6 (HRS Scores 47.46-45.91)

Nease Chemical ...!
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NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)—

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)—

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)—

Continued Continued Continued
[August 1930] [August 19801 [August 1920]
NPL | EPA ; City/ NPL | EPA 4 ity/ NPL | EPA City/
il o | 108 Site name cou"!“y rank | reg. | St Site name oocﬁ’r'w s | B8 Site name co:%ty
315...... 02 | NJ Combe Fill South | Chester 346...... 03 | PA C & D Recycling...| Foster 377..... 01 [ MA | Silresim Lowell.
Landfill. Town- Town- Chemical Corp.
ship. ship. 378...... 01 | MA Wells G&H............. Woburn,
316...... 02 [ NJ JIS Landfil............. James- 347....] 04 |KY Fort Hartford Olaton. 379...... 01 |CT Nutmeg Valley Wolcott.
burg/ Coal Co Stone Road.
. Quirry. 380...... 02 | NJ Chemsol, Inc......... Pis-
Brnswck. | 348..... 07 | MO | Syntex Facility....... Verona. cataway.
817...- 02 | NY Tronic Plating Farming- 349...... 08 | MT Militown Militown. 381...... 05 | Wi Laver | Sanitary | Meno-
Co., Inc. dale. Resarvoir Landfill. monee
318...... 03 | PA | Centre County State Sediments. Falls.
Kepone. Col- 350..... 05 | MN | Arrowhead Herman- | 382..... 05 | MI Pehl‘osl{ey vk PG:OS-
lege Refinery Co. town. unicipal Wei ey.
Boro. e Field.
a19....., 04 | FL | Agrico Chemical | Pensaco- Group 8 (HRS Scores 43.70-42.33) 383..... 05 | MN Un&lo& S:;rlago fron Ming:l-
Co. la. - e e - apolis.
320..... 05 | OH | Fields Brook.......... Ashtabu- [ 351.... 10 | OR - | Martin-Marietta | The 384....| 01 |MA | Atlas Tack Corp....| Fairha-
la. Aluminum Co. Dalles. - yen,
L 01 [CT | Solvents Southing- [ 352...... 08 (CO | Uravan Uranium | Uravan. | 385.... 02 |NJ | Radiation Rock-
RS [ e, e |
ervice New ¢ ;
Eng. 53...... ifak Farm.......... - ship,
322...| o8lco wmng iry Com: S SN o El B P";';ad 386..../ 02 |MNJ | Fair LawnWell | Fair
Chemical Co. merce Town- Field. Lawn.
City. ship. 387...] 05{IN M?:ng Sueet Well | Eikhart.
2 H 3 o
323 02 | NJ wisg::pace w:;n;w s 354...... 02 | NJ | Syncon Resins...... So:(:et:m T 05 | MN | Leilier/Mankato | Lehitie/
Devices, Inc. | ship.  [3s5.... 05 [MN | Oak Grove Ok Sits, e
324...... 01 | MA | Hocomonco Westbor- Sanitary Grove . >
v 4 .pondv ; ough. Landfill. T°_’""’ 389....; 01 |WA Lakewood Site...... La:z;d
il v M D Backgmd”. e e P BT [ v Chsahr;%s 390..... 03 | PA | Industial Lane...., Wiliams
azs... 02 |NY | Ramapo Landfill...| Ramapo. Equipment Co. | City. sg:"”
Skl XIS | et Nood g : e L | 391..... 04 [FL | Airco Piating Co...| Miami
reserving. 357~ 09 | CA Liquid Gold Oil Rich- 292 o0s | IN Fort Wa Fort
328..... 09 | CA | South Bay Aliso. Corp. mond. i yno Wayna
Asbestos Area 358...... 08 | CA Purity Oil Sales, | Malaga. Dump ¥
329...... 02 | NY | Mercury Colonie. Inc. : o
Refining, Inc. 359....| 01 [NH | Tinkham Garage... London- | 39| 05 |WI | Oralaska | it
330...... 04 | FL Hollingsworth Fort derry. Landiill.
e Lau-  |360.... 04 | FL | Aipha Chemical | Gallo- 394..... 03 |PA |AIW.Frank/ | Exton.
erminal. derdale. Corp. way. Mid-County
331...... 02 | NY Olean Well Figid...| Olean. 361....l 02 | NJ Bog Creek Farm...| Howell Mustang.
332...... 04 | AL TH. A_gricui & Mont- Town- 395.. 05 | wi National Presto Eau
Nutri gomery. ship. Industries, Inc. Claire.
{(Montgomery). 362...... 01 [ ME | Saco Tannery Saco. 396...... 02 | NJ Monroe Monroe
333..... 09 | CA Fairchild South Waste Pits. Township Town-
Semiconduct San 383,..... 03 | PA [ River Road Lt/ Hermit- Landfill. ship.
! (S San Jose). Jose. Waste a4 397...... 03 | PA | Commodore Lower
334....0 10| WA | Pasco Sanitary Pasco, Mngmnt, inc, Semiconductor Provi-
| Landfill. 364...... 02 | PR | Frontera Creek .....| Rio Group. dence
335...., 09 |CA | Sulphur Bank Clear Abajo. Twp.
Mercury Mine. Lake 365...... 04 | FL Pickettville Road | Jackson- | agg 02 | NJ Rockaway Rock-
336...... 05 | MN | Joslyn Brookiyn Landfill, ville, Borough Well away
Manufacturing Center. | 366...... 05 [OH | Alsco Anaconda ... Gnaden- Field. Town-
& Supply Co. hutten, ship.
337.... 03 | PA York County Hopewell | 367..... 01 | MA | Iron Horse Park....| Billerica. 399.... 05 | IL Lenz Oil Service, | Lemont.
Solid Waste/ Town- 368..... 03 | PA Palmerton Zinc Palmer- Inc.
Refuse L1, ship. Pile. ton. 400...... 05 | IN Wayne Waste Oil..| Columbia
338...... 05 |wi Spickler Landfill ... Spencer. 369....| 05|IN Neal's Landfill Bloom- City.
339...... 06 | MN | Prewiit Prewitt. (Bloomington). ington. = —
Abandoned 370...... 05 | Wi Kohier Co. Kohler. Group 9 (HRS Scores 42.33-41.60)
Refinery. Landfill. -
340...... 08 | CO Denver Radium Denver 371.....] 04 [AL interstate Lead Leeds. 401....| 10 | WA | Pacific Car & Renton.
Site. Co. (ILCO). Foundry Co.
341..... 02 | NY Tri-Cities Barrel Port 372.... 04 |FL Standard Auto Hialeah. 402 ..... 07 { 1A John Deere Ottumwa.
Co., Inc. Crane. Bumper Corp. (Ottumwa
342..... 03 | PA Route 840 Drum | Pocono 373...... 07 | KS Hydro-Flex Inc ......| Topeka. Works Lndfis).
3 Dump. Summit. |374...... 09 | AZ Hassayampa Has- 403...... 03 | MD | Mid-Atlantic Har-
343...| 04 |FL Tower Chemical | Cler- Landfill. sayampa. Wood mans.
Co. mont. 375..... 06 | LA Gulf Coast Abbe- Preservers, Inc.
344 ... 05 | MI Peerless Plating | Muske- Vacuum ville. 404.... 03 | PA Novak Sanitary South
Co. gon. Services. Landfill. White-
345..... 01| VT Darting Hill Lyndon. 376....;] 05 |IL Tri-County Lt/ South hall
Dump. Waste Mgmt Elgin. Twp.
Minois. J 405...... 05 | IN Himco Dump.........| Elkhart,
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NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)—

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)—

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (8Y RANK)—

Continued Continued Continued
[August 19501 [August 1890] [August 1990]
NPL | EPA . / NPL | EPA ‘ / NPL | EPA g City/
fank [ reg. | S Site name eg?lnty okl g | B Site name &w gy Lot BE Site name oy
406...... 10 | ID Pacific Hide & Pocalel- 435...) 09 |CA | TH. Agriculture | Fresno. 463....4 04 |GA | T.H. Agricul & Albany.
Fur Recycling lo. & Nutrition Co. Nutri (Albany).
Co. 436... 10 | AK Arctic Surplus........| Fair- 464 ... 04 | TN Amnicola Dump ....| Chatta-
407...{ 07 [IA Des Moines TCE e Des banks. nooga.
Moines | 437..... 10 | WA | Com Bay, Near | Pierce 465... 02 | NJ Vineland State Vineland.
408....4 02 |NJ Beachwood/ Berkley Shore/Tide County. School.
Berkiey Wells. Town- Fiats. 486...| 09 | AZ Motorola, Inc. Phoeanit.
ship. 438..... 05 | IL LaSalle Electric LaSalle. {52nd Street
409.. 02 | NJ South Jersey Minotala. Utilities. Plant).
Clothing Co. 439..__J 05 | IL Cross Brothers Pem- 467...... 01 | MA | Groveland Wells .| Grove-
410....4 02 | NY | Vestal Water Vestal. Pail broke land.
Supply Well 4- {Pembroke). Town- | 468...) 02 [NY |General Motors | Mas-
2. ship. (Cent Foundry sena.
411...) 02 |PR | VegaAlta Public | Vega 440...1 04 |GA | Cedartown Cedar- Div).
Supply Wells. Alta. Industries, Inc. town, 469...01 01 |NH Mottolo Pig Farm..| Ray-
412.....4 03 | PA Avco Lycoming Williams- | 4411 04 | NC | Jadco-Hughes Belmont. mond.
(Williamsport port. Facility. 470...1 03 |VA |Bockingham Bucking-
Div). 442 05 |IN Southside Indianap- County Landfill. ham.
413...] 03 |PA Ohio River Park ... Neville Sanitary olis. 471 ... 04 | SC | SCRDI Dixiana.....| Cayce.
Isiand. Landfill. 472..... o5 | m Roto-Finish Co., | Kalama-
414 04 | GA | Wollolk Chemical | Fort 443 ... 02 | NJ Monitor Devices/ | Wall Inc. 200.
Waorks, Inc. Valley. Intercircuits Inc.|  town- 473.... 05 | MN | Otmsted County | Oronoco.
4151 O5|IL Southeast Rock- ship. Sanitary
Rockford Grnd ford. 444 | 01 | VT BFI Sanitary Rocking- Landfill.
Wir Con. Landfill ham. 474 07 | MO | Quality Plating....... Sikeston.
416 05| IN Tippecanoe Lafay- (Rockingham). 475...] O5|IN Prestolite Battery | Vin-
Sanitary efte. 445..... 02 | PR Upjohn Facility...... Barce- Division. cennes.
Landfill, Inc. loneta. | 476...f 07 | MO | Fulbright Landfil..| Spring-
ANl 05| IN Conrail Rail Yard | Elkhart. 446..... 04 | NC Koppers Co Inc Morris- field.
(Elkhart). (Morrisville vilie. 477. 02 | NJ | Williams Property..| Swain-
418...... 05 | IN Galen Myers Osceola. Pint). ton.
Dump/Drum 447 08 | UT Sharon Steel Midvale 478...... 02 | N Renora, Inc Edison
Salvage. (Midvaie Town-
419...4 05| Ml | Sturgis Municipal | Sturgis. Tailings). ship.
Wells. 448 . 08 | CA | McColl........ 479...... 04 | NC | FCX, Inc. Washing-
420...4 05|MI Barrels, Inc...........J Lansing. 449...... 03 | PA Henderson Road (Washington ton.
421...4 05 | Mi Slate Disposal Grand Plant).
Landfill, inc. Rapids. 480...... 03 | PA Jacks Creek/ Maitland.
422..4 05| MN | Washington Lake 450...... 02 | NY Hooker Sitkin Smelting
County Landfill Eimo Chemical/ ville. & Ret.
423.. 05 | MN Dakhue Sanitary | Cannon Ruco 481 ... 06 | NM Cleveland Mill .......| Silver
Landfill. Falls. Corp. City.
4244 06| TX Odessa Odessa - | 482.. 02 | NJ Denzer & Bayville,
Chromium # 1 Group 10 (HRS Scores 41.59-35.89) Schafer X-Ray
A25. 06 | TX Odessa Odessa e Co.
Chromium #2 451 ... 10 | WA | Colbert Landfill...... Colbert. 483.... 02 | NJ Hercules, Inc. Gibb-
(Andrews 452 06 | LA Petro-Processors | Scotiand- {Gibbs- town stown,
Hgwy). of Louisiana ville. Piant).
426 O7|A Electro-Coatings, | Cedar Inc. 484 . 05 | IN Ninth Avenue Gary.
Inc. Rapids. | 453...... 03 | PA Westinghouse Sharon. Dump.
427..4 07 |NE Hastings Ground | Hastings. Elec (Sharon 485 .. 03 | MD | Bush Valley Abing-
Water Plant), Landfilt don.
Contamin. 454 .| 02| NY Applied Glen- 486...... 04 | SC Goiden Strip Simpson-
428....[ 08 | SD | Williams Pipe Sioux Environmental wood Septic Tank ville.
Line Disposal Falls. Services. Land- Service.
Pit. ing. 487.... 04 | SC | Rock Hill Rock
429...| 09| AZ Indian Bend Scotts- 455...... 02 | PR Barceloneta Florid; Chemical Co. Hill.
Wash Area dale/ Landfill Afuera. | 488..... 06 | TX Texarkana Wood | Texar-
Tempe/ | 456.....] 01 | NH | Tibbets Road........ Barring- Preserving Co. kana.
Phnx. ton. 489...... 06 | AR | Gurley Pit.............. Edmond-
430.... 09 |CA San Gabriel El 457...... 03 | MD Sand, Gravel & Elkton. son.
Valley (Area 1), | Monte. Stone. 490...... 04 | FL Petroleum Pem-
431...... 09 | CA San Gabriel Baldwin 458.... 03 | PA Delta Quarries/ | Antis/ Products Corp. broke
Valley (Area 2). Park Stotler Landfill. Logan Park.
Area. Twps. 491...| 01 |RI Peterson/ Lincoin/
432.... 09 | CA San Fernando Los 459...... o1|CT Revere Textile Sterfing. Puritan, Inc Cum-
Valley (Area 1). Ange- Prints Corp. berland,
les. 480...4 05 (M Spartan Wyo- 492...| 07 [ MO | Times Beach Times
4335 09 |CA San Fernando Los Chemical Co. ming. Site. Beach.
Valley (Area 2). Ange- 461 ... 02 [ NJ Roebling Steel Florence. | 493...1| 05 |™MI Wash King Pleasant
les/ Co. Laundry Plains
Glen- 462...; 03 |PA | East Mount Zion..| Spring- Twp.
dale. etts- 494...1 05 |MN | Whittaker Corp.....| Minne-
434....4 09 |CA San Fernando Glendala. bury apoks.
Valley (Area 3). Twp.
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Continued

[August 1990]

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)—
Continued

[August 1990]

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)—

Continued

[August 19901

St

Site name

St

Site name

St

Site name

wi

Algoma
Municipal
Landfill,

NL Industries/
Taracorp/
Golden.

Westinghouse
Elec

Boarhead Farms...

Cannon
Engineering
Corp. (CEC).

Norwalk.

Bridge-
ton
Town-
ship.

Bridge-

water.

11 (HRS Scores 39.88-38.20)

MI
NY

NY

H. Brown Co.,
Inc.

Nepera Chemical
Co., Inc.

Niagara County
Refuse.

Sherwood
Medical
Industries.

Western Pacific
Railroad Co.

Olin Corp.
(Mcintosh
Plant).

Southwest
Ottawa County
landfill.

Kentucky
Avenue Well
Field.

Pasley Solvents
& Chemicals,
Inc.

Sol Lynn/
Industrial
Transformers.

Asbestos Dump ...

Lee's Lane
Landfill.

Kerr-McGee
(Reed-Keepler

Grand

Rapids.

May-
brook.

Wheat-
fieid.

Deland.

Oroville.

Mclin-
tosh.

Park
town-
ship.

Horse-
heads.

Hemp-
stead.

Houston,

Milling-
fon.
Louis-
ville.
Waest
Chica-
go.
Walnut
Ridge.
Joliet.

Prince-
ton.

NV

Carson River
Mercury Site.

AMP, Inc. (Glen
Rock Facility).
JFD Electronics/
Channel
Master.
Arington
Blending &
Packaging.
PAB Oil &
Chemical
Service, Inc.
Sydney Mine
Siudge Ponds.
Cimarron Mining

Corp.
Davis (GSR)
Landfill.
Lord-Shope
Landfill.

FMC Corp.
{Yakima Pit).

Northem
Engraving Co.

South Cavalcade
Street.

PSC Resources ....

Forest Waste
Products.

Drake Chemical ...

United
Heckathorn Co.

Kearsarge
Metallurgical

Palmetto Wood
Pri ing.

Petersen Sand &
Gravel,

Cilare Water

New Castie Spill ...

St Louis Airport/
HIS/Fut
Coatings.

Idaho Pola Co. ......

NCR Corp.
(Millsboro
Plant).

Lake Sandy Jo
(M&M Landfill).

Johns-Manvitia
Corp..

Sparta.
Houston.

Palmer.
Otisville.

Lock
Haven,

Rich-
mond.

Conway.

Dixiana.

Liberty-
ville.

Clare.

Texas

City.

..| Haver-

ford.
New
Castie
County.
St Louis
County.

Boze-

05
04
05

Mi
FL
MN

L

Kerr-McGee
(Residential
Areas).

Rose Hill
Real
Landfill.

Jackson
Township
Landfill.

NL Industries/
Taracorp Lead
Smeit.

Red Penn
Sanitation Co.
Landfill.

K&L Avenue
Landfiil.

TRW inc.
(Minerva Plant).

Kaiser Aluminum
Mead Works.

Mosley Road
Sanitary
Landfill.

Barkhamsted-
New Harttord
Landfill.

Fairfield Coatl
Gasification
Plant.

Perham Arsenic
Site.

Charlevoix
Municipal Wel,

Montgomery
Township

Housing Devl.

Rocky Hill
Municipal Weit,

Cinnaminson
Ground Water
Contamin.

Chemical
Insecticide
Corp.

Brewster Well
Field.

Vestal Water
Supply Well 1-
:

Water
Contamination.
Madison County

Sanitary
Landfill.

Landfill Area.

Okiaho-
ma
City
Bark-
hamsted.

Fairfield

Perham.

Charle-
vOix
Mont-
gomery
Town-
ship.
Rocky
Hiil
Bor-
ough.
Cinna-
minson
Town-
ship.
Edison
Town-
ship.
Putnam
County
Vestal.

Ches-
wold.

Bally
Bor-
ough.

Madison

Pompano
Beach.
Pompano
Beach,
Concord.

States-
vilte,

Cayce
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NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)—

Continued

[August 1990]

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (8Y RANK)—

Continued

[August 1830]

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (8Y RANK)—

Continued

[August 1990)

St

Site name

City/
county

St

Site name

St

Site name

MI

MO

NE

CcO
uT

Michigan

Waverly Ground
Water
Contamin.

Chemical Sales
Co.

Utah Power &
Light/
American
Barrel.

Advanced Micro
Devices, Inc.

Hexcal Corp

Crazy Horse
Sanitary
Landfill.

Union Pacific
Railroad Tie
Treat.

Hidden Valiey
Lndfi (Thun
Field).

Yakima Plating
Co.

Nutting Truck &
Caster Co.

U.S. Radium
Corp.

Carter
Industrials, Inc.

Highiands Acid
Pit.

Resin Disposal......

Libby Ground
Water
Contamination.

Newport Dump......

Sangamo/
Twelve-Mile/
Hartwell PCB.

Moyers Landfill

Kalama-
200.

Republic.

Waverly.

Denver.

Salt Lake
City.

Sunny-
vale.

Liver-
more.

Salinas.

The
Dalles.

Pierce

Yakima.
Faribault.
Orange.
Detroit.

High-
lands.

Jefferson
Bor-
ough.

Libby.

Newport.
Pickens.

Eagle-
ville.

13 (HRS Scores 37.52-35.79)

NH

MN

IN
PA
NY

Ml
™
NY

Savage
Municipal
Water Supply.

LaGrand Sanitary
Landfill.

Milford.

County.

wy

Baxter/Union
Pacific Tie
Treating.

Anchor
Chemicals.

Waste
Manage-
ment—Mich
(Holland).

Arrowhead
Assoc/Scovill

Corp.
Atlantic Wood
Industries, Inc.
North Cavalcade
Street.
Sayreville Landfill .

Dover Municipal
Landfill.

Ludiow Sand &
Gravel.

Saunders Supply
Co.

City Disposal
Corp. Landfill,
Tabemacle Drum

Dump.

Minker/Stout/
Romaine
Cresk.

Howe Valley
Landfill.

Yaworski Waste
Lagoon.

Leetown
Pesticide.

Rochester

William Dick
Lagoons.

Douglass Road/
Uniroyal, Inc.,
Lf.

Lackawanna
Refuse.

Mon-

Ports-
mouth.
Houston.

Sayre-
ville.
Dover.

Clayville.

Chucka-
tuck.
Dunn.

Taberna-
cle
Town-
ship.

Imperial.

Howe
Valley.

Canter-
bury.

Leetown.

Travelers
Rest.

PA

WA

Westinghouse
Elevator Co.
Plant.

Centralia
Municipal
Landfill,

Auburn Road
Landfill.

Fike Chemical,
Inc..

General Milis/
Henkel Corp..
Wrigley Charcoal

Plant.

Laskin/Poplar Ol

Co..

Wichita.
Stoughton.

Crescent
City.

14 (HRS Scores 35.76-35.35)

VA
vT

Suffolk City
Landfill.

Tansitor
Electronics,
Inc.

De Rewa

Middletown Air
Field.

Swope Oil &
Chemical Co.

Monsanto Corp.
(Augusta
Plant).

South Municipal
Water Supply
Well.

Winthrop Landfill...

Ordnance Works
Disposal Areas.

Diamond
Shamrock
Corp. Landfill.

Zanesville Well
Field.

Cheshire Ground
Water
Contamin.

Suffern Village
Well Field.

Endicott Village
Well Field.

Dover Gas Light
Co.

Sutfolk.
Benning-
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NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)—
Continued

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)—
Continued

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)—
Continued

[August 1990]

[August 1980)

[August 19803

St

Site name

St

Site name

St

Site name

PA

PA

North Penn—
Area 6.

North Penn—
Area 2.

North Penn—
Area 5.

Hamis Corp.
(Paim Bay
Ptant).

DuPage City Ldf/
Blackwell
Forest.

Kummer Sanitary
Lancfill.

Sanitary Landfilf
Co. (IWD).

Eau Claire
Municipal Well
Fieid.

Pagero Salvage ...
Valtay Park TCE ...

San Femando
Valley (Ares 4).

Ground Water
Cortamin.

Powersvilie Sita ....

Grand Traverse
Overall Supply
Co..

Mstamora
Landfill.

Niagara Mohawk
Power

(Saratoga Sp).
Whitehail

Wells.

KS

29th & Mead
Ground Water
Contamin.

Teledyns
Semiconductor.

Fibers Public
Supply Wells.

BMi-Textron ..........

County Landfill.
Marion (Bragg)
Dump.

Pristine, Inc. ..........

Mid-State
Disposal, Inc.
Landftiil.

Reclamation,

Preferrad Plating
Corp.

Bio-Ecology
Systems, Inc.

Monticello Rad
Contaminated
Props.

Woodland Route
532 Dump.

American
Chemical
Service, Inc.

Salem Acres..........

Richardson Hill
Road Lndill/
Pond.

Old Springfield
Landfill.

Bell Landfill

Solvent Savers.....
U.S. Titanium ...

Galesburg/
Koppers Co.

J.H. Baxter & Co ..

Hooker (Hyde
Park).

SCA
Independant
Landfill.

Action Anodizing,
Piating Polish.

MGM Brakes

Bayou Sorrel
Site.

Mountain
View.
Jobos.

Park.
Salem

Marion.

Reading.

Cieve-
land
Town-
ship.

Jackson.

West
Chica-
go.

Denver.

Hamilton.

St
Clairs-
ville.

Farming-
dale.

Grand
Prairie.

Monticel-
lo.

Wood-
land
Town-

Duell & Gardner
Landfill.

emberger
Transport &
Recycling.
E.H. Schilling
Landfiil.

Ciift/Dow Dump....

Clothier Disposal ..,

Ambier Asbestos
Piles.

Queen City
Farms.

Curcio Scrap
Metal, Inc.

LA. Clarke &
Son.

Scrap
Processing
Co., Inc.

Southern

Maryland
Wood Treating.
Caldwell Lace
Leather Co.,
Inc.
ftada Energy Co....

Adams County
Quincy
Landfils 283.

Franklin
Town-
ship.

Hamilton
Town-
ship.

Mar-
quette.

Town of
Granby.

Ambier,

Mapla
Valley,

Saddle
Brook
Twp.

16 (HRS Scores 34.21-33.

M
wi

Sauk County
Landfill.
Homestake
Mining Co.
Dixie Oil
Processors,
Inc.
Beckman
Instruments
(Porterville).
Muskegon
Chemical Co.
Dubose Oil
Products Co.
Mason County
Landfill.

Red Oak City
Landfill.
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NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)—

Continued

[August 1990]

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)—

Continued

[August 1990]

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)—

Continued

[August 1990)

St

Site name

St

Site name

St

IN

NJ

Cape Fear Wood
Preserving.

Stamina Mills,
Inc.

Lemberger
Landfill, Inc.

Reiily Tar
(Indianapolis
Plant).

Pinette's Salvage
Yard.

Durham
Meadows.

Tyler
Refrigeration
Pit

Kysor Industrial

Corp.
Lorentz Barrel &

Old City of York
Landfill.

Modern
Sanitation
Landfill.

Byron Salvage
Yard.

North Bronson
Industrial Area.

Stanley Kessler

Helena Chemical
Co. Landfill,

Kem-Pest
Laboratories.

Imperial Ot/
Champion
Chemicals.

Cosden
Chemical
Coatings Corp.

St. Augusta San
Lndfil/Engen

Genzala Plating
Co.

Albion-Sheridan
Township
Landfill.

Wash-
Durham.
Smyma.

Cadillac.

San
Jose.
Plum-

Augus-
ta
Town-
ship.
Franklin
Town-
ship.
Boonton,
Shep-
herdsville
Everson,

Frankiin
Square.
Albion,

wi
LA
Mmi

wv

1A
CA

(Oroville Plant).

Town-
ship.

Hospers.

Oroville.

17 (HRS Scores 33.73-32.87)

CA
CcT
VA

M!

Mi

1A
PA

Louisiana-Pacific
Corp

Linemaster
Switch Corp.
H & H Inc., Burn

Pit.
South Macomb
Disposal (Lf 9

Sheller-Globe
Corp. Disposal.

Walsh Landfill .......

Landfill &
Development
Co.

Upper Deerfield
Township San
Lndf.

Hertel Landfil........

Haviland
Compiex.

Maita Rocket
Fuel Area.

Jones
Chemicals, Inc.

Kent County
Landfill
(Houston).

Saegertown
Industrial Area.

Cedartown
Municipal
Landfill.

Kent City Mobile
Home Park.

Oroville.

Wood-
stock.

Farring-
ton.

Macomb

MN

NM
KS

KS
CA
NJ

and Treating.

Geigy Chemical
Corp(Aberdeen
Pit).

General Tire/
Rubber{Mayfiied
Lnf).

Para-Chem
Southern, Inc.

Organic
Chemicals, Inc.

BioChinical
Laboratories,
Inc.

Voiney Municipal
Landfill.

FMC Corp.
(Dublin Road
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NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (8Y RANK)—

Continued

[August 1990]

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)—
Continued

[August 1890)

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)—
Continued

[August 1980]

St

Site name

City/
county

St

Site name

St

Site name

18 (HRS Scores 32.77-31.94)

MA

KY
wi
WA
OR

PR
KS

IN

WA

sC

Sullivan's Ledge ...

Smiih’s Farm
Madison Metro
Sewer District

Lag.
North Market
Street.
Joseph Forast
Products.

Corp(Circular
Knit & Dyse).

Industrial Latex
Corp.

Munisport
Landfill.
D.L Mud, Inc. .......

Staufter Chem
{LeMoyne
Plant).

M&T Delisa
Landfill.

Crystal City
Airport.

Geiger (C& M

Oil).

Paohi Rail Yard

Moss-
American(Kerr-
McGee Oil
Col):

Waste Research
& Reclamation
Co.

Rd/U.S.

Highway 20.
Montrose

Chemical

Corp..

St Louis River
Site.

Auto lon
Chemicals, Inc.

Recticon/Allied
Steel Corp.

Hagen Farm..........
Carolawn, Inc........

Midwest
Manufacturing/
North Farm.

New
Bed-
ford.

Brooks.

Blooming
Grove.

Spokane.
Joseph.

Juncoes.
Wichita.

Bloom-
ington.

Bain-
bridge
Island.

Fountain
Inn.

Wailing-
ton
Bor-
ough.

North
Miami.

Abbe-
villa.

Axis,

PA

FL

MN

MN
NE

CA
CA
CA

CA

CA

Berks Sand Pit......

Valley Wood
Preserving, Inc.
Butz Landfill ..........

City Industries,
Inc.
Sparta Landfill.......

Acma Soivent
(Morristown
Plant).

Holton Circle
Ground Water
Contam.

Pomona Oaks
Residential
Walis.

Rowe Industries
Ground Water
Cont.

Hebelka Auto
Salvage Yard.

Hipps Road
Landfiil.

Long Prairie
Ground Water
Contam,

Waits Park Wells.,

Nebraska
Ordnance
Plant (Formar).
Applied Materials..

Intel Magnetics

Intel Corp.
(Santa Clara
).

TRW Microwave,
Inc (Building
825.

Synertek, Inc.
(Building 1).

ship.
Morris-
town.

London-
derry.

Galloway
Town-
ship.

Noyack/
Sag
Harbor.

Weisen-
berg
Town-
ship.

Duval
County.

Long
Prairie.

Waite
Park.
Mead.

Santa
Clara.

Santa
Clara.

Santa
Clara.

Sunny-
vale.

Santa
Clara.

19 (HRS Scores 31.94-30.93)

CA

FL

NY

ME
wi

IN

Advanced Micro
Devices (Bidg.
915).

Pepper Steel &
Alloys, Inc.

Mattiace
Petrochemical
Co., Inc.

O'Conner Co.........

Oconomowoc
Electroplating
Co., Inc.

Continental Steel
Corp.

's

Dump.

Kenmark Textile
Corp.

Sunny-
vale.

Medley,

Glen
Cove.

Augusta.
Ashippin.

Kokomo.

FL

PA
KY
NC
MT
Mi

Wingate Road
Munic
Incinerat Dump.
Westline Site.........
Maxey Flats
Nuclear
Disposal,
Benfieid
Industries, Inc.
Mouat Industries...

JEL Landfill

Claremont
Polychemical.

Poweil Road
Landfill.

Croydon TCE ........

Mediey Farm
Drum Dump.

Elmore Waste
Disposal.

Vogel Paint &
Wax Co.

Kurt
Manutacturing
Co.

Railly Tar &
Chemcal
(Dover Pint).

Parsons

Chemical
Works, Inc.

Revere Chemical
Co.

lonia City Landfill..

Koppers Co., Inc.
(Texarkana
Plant).

Lincoln Park..........

Smuggler
Mountain.

Wadzeb
Enterprises,
Inc.

GE Wiring
Devices.

Missouri Electric
Works.

Avenue "E"
Ground Water
Contamin.

New Lyme
Landfill.

Woodland Route
72 Dump.

RCA Dael Caribe....

Koch Refining
Co./N-Ren
Corp.

Piper Awcraft/
Vero Beach
WIr&Swr.

Brodhead Creek ...

Fadrowski Drum
Disposal.




Federal Register / Vol. 55, No. 169 / Thursday, August 30, 1990 / Rules and Regulations 35523

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)— NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY RANK)— NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (8Y RANK)—
Continued Continued Continued

[August 1920] {August 18901 [Augus! 19901

St : Site name i 3 Site name

OR i f Rhinehart Tire

Vi Fire Dump.

FL Northwest

iami Transformar (S

Harkness).

FL Delaware City
PVC Plant.

Limestone Road .|

PA

Hooker (102nd
Street).

MI ; Higgins Famm.......|

wi American
i Crossarm &
Mi b Conduit Co.
i Unitad Nuclear
OK

Corp.
Rentokil, Inc. (VA
ity. Wood Pres
AK Div).
Industrial Waste
Control.

Caltor Chemical
Works.
Haverhiil
Municipal
Landfill.
Perdido Ground
Water
Contamin.
Marathon Battery
Corp.
Colesville
Municipal
Landfill.
Yollow Water
Road Dump.
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Continued

[August 19901

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST (BY
Continued

[August 1990)

RANK)—

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST, FEDERAL
SeCTION (BY GRoOuP)—Continued

[August 19801

St

m ; St Site name

Site name City/county

IL

AR
CA

NJ

Delavan
Municipal Wejl
#4.

Waste

Management
(Brookfield L1).
North-U Drive
Waell
Contamination.
10th Street Site ...

San Gabriel
Valley (Area 3).

San Gabriel
Valley (Area 4),

Watkins-Johnson
Co. (Stewart
Div).

Intersil Inc./
Siemens
Components.

Modesto Ground
Water
Contamin.

American Lake
Gardens.

1065.... L

1066..., MO

PA

NJ

PA

NY

NY

Number of NPL Sites: 1071.

Oak Ridge
Raservation
(USDOE).

Comhusker Army
Ammunition Plant.

Naval Air
Engineering
Center.

Hill Air Force Base .....

Treasure Isiand Nav
Sta-Hun Pt An. Francisco.

Eielson Air Force Fairbanks N
Base. Star Bor.

Savannah River Site | Aiken.
(USDOE).

Naval Air Sta, Whid | Whidbey
Is (Autt). Island.

W.R. Grace/Wayne | Wayne
Int Stor (USDOE). Township.

Benton

Oak Ridge.

Hall County,
Lakehurst,

Ogden,
San

* State top priority site.

NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST, FEDERAL

SECTION (BY GROUP)
[August 1990]

Site name

City/county

Hanford 200-Area
(USDOE).
Hanford 300-Area
(USDOE).
Rocky Flats Plants
(USDOE).
Riverbank Army
Ammunition Plant
Cal West Metals
(USSBA).
Weldon Spring
(USDOE/Army).
Rocky Mountain
Arsenal,
Milan Army
Ammunition Plant,
McCielland AFB
(Ground Water
Cont).
Navai Air Develop
Center (8 Areas).
Wright-Patterson Air
Force Base.
Mountain Home Air
Force Base.
Feed Materials Prod
Cent (USDOE).
Bangor Naval
Submarine Base.
Tooele Army Depot

o Ny
Depot (SE Ind
Area).

Robins AFB (Lndfil
#4/Sludge Lag).

Benton
County.

Benton
County.

Golden.

Riverbank.
Lemitar.

St. Charles
County,

Adams
County.

Milan,

Sacramento,

Warminster

Vancouver.

Edgewood.
idaho Falis.
Anniston.

Houston
County.

Hanford 100-Area
(USDOE). County.
Standard Steel & Anchorage.
Met Sal Yd
(USDOT).
Otis Air Nat Guard/
Camp Edwards.
Eimendorf Air Force | Greater
Base. Anchorage
Bor.

Ogden Defense Ogden.
Depot.

Marine Corps Albany.
Logistics Base.

Sacramento Army Sacramento

Depot.
Sangamo/Crab
Orchard NWR
(USDQI).
Brunswick Naval Air
Station.
Air Force Plant
PJKS.
Picatinny Arsenal

Falmouth

Carterville

Brunswick

Waterton,

Homestead Air Homeslead
Force Base.
Fairbanks N
Star Bor.
Pensacola Naval Air | Pensacola.
Station.

Sharpe Army Depot....

Tinker AFB (Soldier
Cr/Bldg 3001).
Lawrence Livermore
Lab (USDOE).
Fort Ord ...ocovvvcvnnniniinns
McChord AFB
(Wash Rack/
Treatment).
Savanna Army
Depot Activity.
Brookhaven National
Lab (USPOE).

Air Force Plant #4
Gener Dynamics.
Longhom Army

Ammunition Plant.
Norton Air Force
Base.

Lathrop.
Fort Devens.
Oklahoma
Livermore.
Marina
Tacoma.
Savanna.
Upten,

Fort Worth.

Karnack.

Federal Aviation
Admin Tech Cent.

Naval Air Sta, Whid
15 (Seaplane).
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NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST, FEDERAL NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST, FEDERAL NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST, FEDERAL
SECTION (BY GROUP)—Continued SECTION (BY GROUP)—Continued SEecCTION (BY GROUP)—Continued

[August 18901

[August 1990]

[August 1990]

Site name

City/county

Site name

Site name

Pease Air Force
Base.

Lee Acres Landfill
(USDOY).

F.E. Warren Air
Force Base.

Castle Air Force
Base.

Luke Air Force Base ..

Williams Air Force

Depot (PDO Area).
El Toro Marine
Corps Air Station.
Fort Dix (Landfill
Site).
Tracy Defense
Depot.

Alabama Army
Ammunition Plant.

New London
Submarine Base.

Hanford 1100-Area
(USDOE).

Dover Air Force
Base.

Monticello Mill
Tailings (USDOE).

Fort Devens-Sudbury
Training Ann.

Seneca Army Depot ...

Fort Lewis Logistics
Center.

Joliet Army Ammu
Plant (LAP Area),

Mound Plant
(USDOE).

Portsmouth/
Newing-
ton.

Farmington,

Cheyenne.

Merced.

Glendale.
Chandler.

Tobyhanna
Barstow.
Franklin
County.
El Toro.
Pemberton

Township.
Tracy.

Childersburg.

New
London.

Benton
County

Dover.

Monticeilo.
Middlesex
County.
Romulus.
Tillicum.
Joliet.

Miamisburg

Davisville Naval
Constr Batt Cent.

Loring Air Force
Base.

Naval Security
Group Activity.

Letterkenny Army
Depot (SE Area).

Griffiss Air Force
Base.

Defense General Chesterfield
Supply Center. County.

Junction
City.

Fort Lewis (Landfill Tacoma.
No. 5).

Camp Pendieton San Diego
Marine Corps County.
Base.

Lake City Army Plant | Independ-
(NW Lagoon). ence.

Twin Cities Air Force | Minneapolis.
(SAR Lndfil).

Base.
Elisworth Air Force Rapid City.
Base.
George Air Force Victorville.
Base.
Naval Undersea Keyport.
Warf Sta (4 Areas).
Camp Lejeune Onslow
Military County.
Reservation.
Newport Naval Newport.
Educat/Training
Cen

Yuma Marine Corps | Yuma
Air Station.
Jacksonville Naval Jacksonville.
Air Station.
Joliet Army Ammu Joliet.
Plant (Mfg Area).

Edwards Air Force Kern County.

Cecil Field Naval Air
Station.

Fairchild Air Force
Base (4 Areas).

March Air Force
Base.

Lone Star Army
Ammunition Plant

Lawrence Livermore | Livermore.
Lab-300 (USDOE).

Umatilla Army Depot | Hermiston
(Lagoons).

Aber Prov Ground- Aberdeen
Michaelsville L1.

Naval industrial Fridiey.
Reserve Ordnance.

Bangor Ordnance Bremerton.

Disposal.
Platisburgh Air Force | Plattsburgh
Base.

Louisiana Army Doyline.
Ammunition Plant.
Waeldon Spring Form | St. Charles
Army Ord Works. County.
lowa Army Middietown.
Ammunition Plant.
Naval Weapons Stat | Colts Neck.
Earle (Site A).
Travis Air Force Solano
Base. County.
Moffett Naval Air Sunnyvale.
Station.
CA Mather Air Force Sacramento.
Base

.| HI | Schofield Barracks.....| Oahu.

Number of NPL Federal Facility Sites: 116

* State top priority site.

1; Sites are placed in groups (Gr) corresponding to
groups of 50 on the final NPL.
[FR Doc. 90-20385 Filed 8-29-90; 8:45 am|

BILLING CODE 6560-50-M




